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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Wirn recarp to the question of stamping orders for the appoint- 
ment of trustees for the purposes of the Settled Land Act, to which 
correspondents drew attention last week, we understand that the 
matter is to be brought before the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 
in order that an authoritative decision for the guidance of the chan- 
cery registrars may be arrived at. 


26, 1889. 





Tue Examiners of the court who were on the 11th of February, 
1884, appointed under R. S. C., ord. 37, r. 40, for a period of five 
years, were twenty-four in number, of whom one has died and four 
have retired. It is understood that the appointment of the re- 
maining nineteen has been renewed for a similar period, and that 
at present no fresh appointments have been made. 





THERE WILL BE FouND in another column a copy of the order 
made by the Master of the Rolls under section 12 of the Solicitors 
Act, 1888, whereby he is empowered to ‘appoint a committee of 
not less than three nor more than seven of the members of the 
Council of the [Incorporated Law} Society” ‘‘for the purpose 
of hearing any application to strike a solicitor off the roll, or an 
application to require a solicitor to answer allegations contained 
in an affidavit.”” The committee, it will be observed, consists of 
the full number authorized, and is composed of the president 
and six past presidents of the society. The duties of the com- 
mittee will commence on Friday next week (February 1), before 
which date, we presume, that rules, under section 15, for regu- 
lating the making, hearing, and determining applications to them, 
and other mutters, will be issued. It is desirable that some better 








name for this bcdy than the bald term ‘‘the committee” used in 
the Act should be prescribed by these rules, and the ‘Solicitors’ 
Discipline Committee ” would seem to be an appropriate designa- 
tion. We presume that the rules will provide for the appoint- 
ment of a clerk or registrar to the committee. 





Wuen tHE Covrr or Appear decided the case of Davis v. 
Galmoye (37 W. R. 227) the judges appear to have lost sight of 
the convenience arising from the practice of making applications 
in chambers rather than in open court. It was laid down in this 
case that in the Chancery Division an application for leave to 
issue a writ of attachment should not be made by summons in 
chambers, but should be made in open court. In commenting on 
the wording of this decision ou the 11th inst. (ante, p. 184) Mr. 
Justice Norru, on the case being qucted, took occasion to say that 
it would be extremely inconvenient if the rule were as is implied 
by these words. It is, he said, most useful that these applications 
should come before the chief clerk, as in many cases there are cir- 
cumstances which render it advisable to allow time, and in those 
cases where it is necessary to grant the application the chief 
clerk adjourns the matter to the judge in person. From this point 


‘of view, it becomes intelligible that newspaper reports of applica- 


tions from time to time for a writ of attechment which is in the 
event not granted are calculated to prejudice the interests of the 
person against whom the application is made. Mr. Justice Norru 
went on to remark that what the Court of Appeal really intended 
was that orders for attachment should only be made by the judge 
in person, and that they are more properly made in open court. 
Probably if the judges of the Court of Appeal had been in a position 
to appreciate what Mr. Justice Nort subsequently said, the 
wording of the judgment in Davis v. Galmoye would have been made 
to apply only to orders for attachment, and not to applications 
for such orders. 





We print elsewhere the new scale of office fees at the Land 
Registry Office for business under the Act of 1875, and also 
a ‘‘Note” as to this new scale, which at last displays very 
obviously the ‘cloven hoof ’” which we have always suspected to 
exist under the decent apparel of Lord Hatssury’s Bills. The note, 
which is couched in the terms of an advertisement by an enter- 
prizing tradesman, is largely directed to shew that solicitors are an 
unnecessary Juxury in dealing with the office. In enormous type 
—to which, we regret to say, our columns cannot do justice—the 
public are informed that ‘‘ ProrrreTors MAY EASILY CONDUCT THEIR 
TRANSFER BUSINESS IN PERSON,” and “‘ where a registered estate is 
sold or mortgaged as a whole, there is no reason why the transfer 
or charge should not be completed, ny THE PARTIES THEMSELVES, in 
a quarter of an hour.” The public are also informed that ‘‘ the 
fees now charged are fixed at about one-fifth of the scale of costs 
which a solicitor is authorized to charge for conveyancing with 
unregistered land”’ ; and, by way of corroboration of this statement, 
a scale of ‘‘ specimens” is appended, one column of which is headed 
‘‘ Compare a solicitor’s costs for a sale or mortgage of unregistered 
land”; stating that, on such a sale or mortgage for £100,000, 
the solicitor gets £295, while, on such a sale or mortgage of 
registered land, even where a solicitor is employed, the total is 
only £127. Then we are informed, in a footnote to the scale (this 
time in small type), that ‘the vendor will hardly ever require a 
solicitor, and most purchasers of average business capacity will be 
able to do their own work also.” It may be taken, we suppose, 
that the advertisement is a prelude of the spirit in which Lord 
Hatssvry’s Bill, if it ¢ ver becomes law, will be administered. 





ALTHOUGH MoRE than one woman has been elected to a county 
council, there have as yet, as far as we know, been no legal pro- 
ceedings actually commenced to dispute the eligibility of women in 
point of law. The only form whichsuch proceedings can take appears 
to be that of an election petition, which must be presented, within 
twenty-one days after the day on which the election was held, either 
by four or more persons who voted or had a right to vote at the 
election, or by a person alleging himself to have been a candidate 
at the election, on the ground that the person whose election is 
questioned was at the time of the clection disqualified. Such 
is the clear effect of sections 87 and 88 of the Municipal Corpora- 
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tions Act, 1882, which are amongst the sections of that Act speci- 
fically applied to the elections of county councillors by section 75 
of the Local Government Act, 1888. There is, so far as we have 
been able to discover, no power whatever given to the Attorney- 
General or other Government officer to interfere in the matter, and 
if a petition should not be presented by some of the persons named 
in the Act of 1882 within the time limited by that Act, the 
women elected will be able to hold their seats until, by the opera- 
tion of section 2 (2) (d) of the Local Government Act, 1888, they 
retire with their brother councillors after having served for the 
term of three years. But what is the law on this grave matter? 
We think that it is against the eligibility of women. They 
are, to be sure, included grammatically in the expression 
‘¢ persons” of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, which, by 
section 11 (applied generally to county councils by section 2 of 
the Local Government Act, 1888), enacts that ‘the councillors 
shall be fit persons elected by the burgesses ”’ (though whether they 
are ‘fit’? persons is fairly open to argument before an election 
court), and no doubt also there is no express disqualification of a 
woman co nomine. Bat havine said this, we think we have said 
all that can be said in favour of the eligibility of women. Our 
opinion that they are disqualified is based on two grounds. First 
and foremost, by section 2 of the Local Government Act, 1888, 
‘‘the council of a county shall be constituted . . . in like 
manner . . . asthe council of a borough,” with qualifications as to 


the eligibility of ministers of religion and others, amongst whom | 


women are not included; and neither before the Municipal Cor- 
porations Act of 1835, nor after it, is there uny precedent for a 
woman sitting on a town council. Secondly, the Municipal 
Corporations Act, 1882, s. 63, expressly extended to county 
electors by section 2, sub-section (2), of the County Electors Act, 
1888, by conferring on women the right to vote only, shews— 
indirectly indeed, but none the less conclusively—that the right 
to sit was intended to be still denied them. It must be pointed 
out that the right to sit as county councillors, if it could be sub- 
stantiated, could only be derived from a right to sit as town 
councillors, and that the Local Government Act, 1888, has not 
one whit strengthened the case for women. 


WE report elsewhere a case, Re Jamieson, in which a trustee 
in bankruptcy seems to have been, shall we say, of a somewhat 
inhumanly avaricious disposition, seeking to ‘‘ collar” even wedding 
presents, but Mr. Justice Cave, partly by a little common sense, 
end partly by a somewhat strained construction of a clause in a 
marriage settlement, was able to dispose of him. The question 
related to furniture and wedding and other presents, which the 
wife supposed to be hers, but upon the bankruptcy of the husband 
were claimed by the trustee as his. As to the furniture there 
was no doubt. The wife enjoyed an income of £1,000 a year 
under the settlement, and it had been purchased with her own 
money since the marriage. Initially, therefore, it was part of her 
separate estate, and there was no evidence of any gift of it to the 
husband. With regard to the presents the case was different. 
Acting upon the general usage in such matters, Mr. Justice Cave 
held that those given upon the marriage, equally with those given 
to her previously, were originally her property. As, however, 
the marriage took place in 1582, they would have passed to the 
husband but for the settlement. A clause in this provided 
that personal property to which the wife or the husband 
in her right should become entitled during the coverture 
should go into the settlement, reserving, however, trinkets, 
&e., for the wife’s absolute use. Primd facie, these words do 
not refer to property existing at the time of marriage, and a 
decision to this efiect was given in Re Browne's Wiil (L. R. 7 Eq. 
231); others, too, will be found collected in Vaizey on Settle- 
ments, I., p. 240. But Mr. Justice Cave rejected such a construc- 
tion on uccount of the inconsistency to which it would lead. It 
would allow trinkets acquired before marriage to pass to the hus- 
band, while those acquired after marriage would remain to the 
wife. With all deference, it seems to us that this is not a sufficient 
reason for departing from the usual meaning of the words. And, 
however satisfactory the decision may be in its results, we have 
our doubts as to its correctness. There seems to be no special 


the date of gift and the date of marriage will shew clearly enough 
which are and which are not. 


Tue Court of Appeal have reversed the decision they gave last 
December in the application for leave to appeal in Esdaile vy. 
Payne (ante, p. 107). The question involves the important 
point whether, when some parties have carried a case to the 
House of Lords, and have ultimately secured a judgment in their 
favour, it is competent for others interested in the same way, but 
who have at first acquiesced in an adverse decision, to share the 
fruits of victory. When the matter first came before them the 
court was impressed with the injustice of holding tithes to be for ever 
payable when the House of Lords had pronounced against them. 
On this ground they granted the special leave to appeal which had 
been rendered necessary by the lapse of time. But upon this last 
occasion serious doubt seems to have been felt as te the wisdom of 
such a course, and the court, now differently constituted, were 
inclined to prefer the principle of getting a definite end to litiga- 
tion rather than that of doing abstract justice. A plausible reason, 
moreover, for the reversal of the previous decision was found in the 
fact that the rights of the parties had been altered between the 
| judgments of the Court of Appeal and of the House of Lords, 
and that some of the defendants had contributed to this by 
| expressing their intention not to appeal. This, of course, puts a 
different complexion on the matter, though it may be doubted 
whether, in the absence of such special reasons, the original opinion 
was not right. It is an anomaly to have two different judgments 
standing in the same case, and if special leave to appeal is ever to 
be granted, that seems not an unsuitable occasion for it. 











SECTION 19 OF THE MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY 
ACT, 1882, AND MARRIAGE SETTLEMENTS. 

Ir is strange what little attention has been paid by the writers and 
editorsof the leading precedent-books on conveyancing to section 19 of 
| the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882. We took occasion nearly 
| two years ago (31 Soxicirors’ Journat, 376) to call attention to 

the necessity for the insertion of the words ‘‘ for her separate use,”’ 
| but in all the standard precedent-books which have appeared since 
| the passing of this Act the writers seem either to have assumed, or 
| to have come deliberately to the conclusion, that in any settlement 
| made on or after the Ist of January, 1883, the date of the com- 
|mencement of the Act, it was unnecessary to insert the words 
| ** for her separate use”’ in the trust giving the first life interest to 
| the wife, or the trust giving her an interest during the joint lives 
| of the husband and wife. Thus we find that, at p. 302 of the 5th 
| edition of the Ist volume of Davidson’s Precedents, the words 
‘* for her separate use ’’ are omitted in the trust to pay the income 
of the trust premises to the wife during the joint lives of the 
husband and wife. In Key & Elphinstone’s Precedents, 2nd ed., 
| vol. 2, the words ‘‘for her separate use” are omitted in the 
| respective trusts giving the wife the first life interest and an 
| interest during the joint lives of herself and her husband, pp. 
| 438—441, and in note(c), p. 439, appear the following remarks :— 
“Every interest, therefore, which the wife takes, whether in 
| possession or remainder, under a future settlement, whether ante- 
| nuptial or post-nuptial, will ipso facto, and without any express 
| words to that effect, be her separate estate, independently of her 
| husband; and, unless restrained from anticipation, she may dispose 

of it by deed, or other appropriate instrument, in her lifetime, or 
| by will, as if she were unmarried”: and ‘‘ Words expressing that 

the wife’s interests are to be her separate estate need not now be 
| inserted, and, if inserted, will be merely declaratory of the law.”’ 
| In Prideaux’s Precedents in Conveyancing, 13th ed., vol. 2, 
| although the words “for her separate use” are retained in most of 
| the precedents where the wife takes the first life interest (see pp. 
| 247, 256, 267, 274, 287, 288, 290), they are omitted at pp. 316 
/and 317; and in note (a), p. 316, it is stated that ‘‘ the words 

‘for her separate use’ are not necessary since the Married Women’s 
| Property Act, 1882.’ In Wolstenholme on the Conveyancing 
Acts, 4th ed., the words ‘‘ for her separate use” are omitted in the 





difficulty attaching to the presents given on marriage as compared | trusts for the payment of the income to the wife during her life in 
with those given before. If all are not affected by the settlement, forms 21, 23a, and 23d, pp. 229, 231, and 232; and in note (a), 
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p. 229, it is stated that ‘ta trust or limitation for the separate use 
of a woman after 1882 is not necessary: see M. W. P. A., s. 2.” 

Moreover, Messrs. Key and Erpurnsrons, after inserting the fol- 
lowing paragraph in note (c), p. 439: ‘“‘ Under the new law it will 
be important to remember that any interest taken by the wife 
under the settlement, whether in real or personal estate, and 
whether in possession or not, may be disposed of by her as a feme 
sole, unless she is expressly restrained from anticipation, and that 
it is necessary that such a@ restraint should be imposed (as it 
clearly may be) whether the interest is capable of coming into pos- 
session during the coverture or not, in all cases in which it is 
desired to protect the wife against marital influence,’’ give several 
new forms for counteracting what they consider to be the effect of 
the Act. Thus, in forms XV. and XVI., p. 440, there are words 
which provide that the wife shall mot, during the coverture, have 
power to anticipate the life interest which she will take in case she 
survives her husband; in form XXXV., p. 452, in the ultimate 
trust for the wife, her executors, administrators, and assigns, in 
case she survives her husband, there is a provision that during the 
coverture she shall not have power to anticipate the same ; and in 
form XXXVI., p. 453, there is a general direction that during the 
coverture the wife shall not have power to anticipate any estate 
or interest which she takes under the settlement. Mr. 
WotstENHOLME also has forms which have a similar object: see 
his book on the Conveyancing Acts, 4th ed., forms 21, 23, 238, 
and 30, on pp. 229, 231, 282, and 236. Mr. Vaizey, although 
in his volume of precedents he uses the words “for her eeparate 
use” in giving the wife the first life interest or an interest during 
the joint lives of the husband and wife, does not, if we can judge 
from his remarks at p. 1248 of his ‘‘ Law of Settlements,” seem 
to think that these words are now necessary, for he there states 
that the absolute interest which is usually given to the wife, in 
the event of there being no child of the marriage, who, being a 
son, attains the age of twenty-one, or, being a daughter, attains 
that age or marries, and her surviving her husband, now becomes 
her separate property, and that it is desirable that it should be 
declared that during coverture she should not have power to 
anticipate it. 

It seems to us that in every case where, after the 31st of 
December, 1882, there is a settlement of the property of a married 
woman, whether made before or after her marriage, the words 
‘‘ for her separate use’’ should be used, wherever they would have 
been used before the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, was 
passed, and any provision for the purpose of preventing her from 
dealing during the coverture with any reversionary interest which 
she takes under the settlement is quite unnecessary. Section 19 
of the Act is most explicit, ‘‘nothing in this Act contained shall 
interfere with, or affect, any settlement or agreement for a settle- 
ment made, or to be made, whether before or after marriage, 
respecting the property of any married woman.” If nothing in 
the Act is to affect any settlement respecting the property of any 
married woman, how can any provision in the Act be used for the 
purpose of importing the words ‘‘for her separate use” into any 
trust or limitation for the benefit of the wife contained in the 
settlement, or making her interest under any such trust or 
limitation her separate property? Surely the effect of section 19 
of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, must be that ony 
settlement or agreement for a settlement respecting the property 
of a merried woman, even if made after the 3lat of December, 
1882, must be read and construed in exactly the same way as if 
the Act had never been passed. 

The above view of the effect of section 19 seems to be in 
accordance with the cases of Re Stonor’s Trusts (82 W. R. 
413, 24 Ch. D. 195); Re Whitaker, Christian v. Whitaker (35 
W. R. 217, 34 Ch. D. 227); and Hancock vy. Hancock (36 W. RB. 
417, 38 Ch. D. 78); nor does it seem to he at variance with the 
judgment of Chitty, J., in Queade’s Trusts (83 W. B. 816), in 
which he says (see p. 818): ‘* Moreover, a settlement or agreement 
for a settlement made by her after the Act would still be a settle- 
ment or agreement falling within section 19, and her power to dis- 
pose of it other than by the disposition she had already made by 
covenant would be gone,” although, as the case of Queade’s 


Trusts has been overruled by Hancock v. Hancack, it is perhaps 

hardly necessary to consider the judgment ir the former case. 
Probably many, if not most, of the settlements that have been 

executed since the 3lst of December, 1882, 


have, in reliance 


upon the forms and notes in the various conveyancing precedent- 
books, omitted the words ‘‘for her separate use” in the trust 
giving the wife the first life interest in the income of her 
property. If the words ‘without power of anticipation,” or 
other words with a like meaning, have been used, there can be no 
doubt as tothe intention that the wife’s life interest should belong 
to her for her separate use, and probably in any case, seeing that the 
question must arise during the joint lives of the husband and the 
wife, and that it would hardly be possible for the husband or any- 
one claiming under him to prove that it was not the intention 
that the wife’s interest should be settled on her for her separate 
use, there would be no difficulty, if necessary, in getting the court 
to rectify the settlement by the insertion of the words “‘ for her 
separate use.” But the question as to the effect of section 19 of 
the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, is, perhaps, more 
likely to arise by reason of a married woman attempting to alienate 
reversionary interests which she takes under a settlement executed 
after the 3lst of December, 1882, and which does not contain any 
clause prohibiting her power to dispose of such interests while 
under coverture. According to our view of section 19 of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, if such reversionary interest 
arises from property settled by the married woman, she will be no 
more capable of dealing with it now than she was before the 
passing of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882. 

It should be noticed that the first part of section 19 of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, only applies to any settle- 
ment or agreement for a settlement respecting the property of any 
married woman, so that the above remarks only apply to property 
brought inte settlement by the wife. 

With regard to property settled after the 31st of December, 
1882, and brought into settlement by the husband, or any relation 
of the husband or wife, all the provisions of the Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882, will apply, and it will be unnecessary to 
make use of the words ‘‘ for her se use” where the first life 
interest is given to the wife, and words should be inserted to 
provide that the wife should not during coverture have power to 
anticipate any reversionary interest which she takes under the 
settlement, if it is the intention that she should not have such 
power. 








A READING OF THE TRUSTEE ACT, 1888. 
Il. 


Section 4 (continued).—Sub-section (2).—This sub-section, by 
enacting a common-form provision in wills and settlements, does 
away with the absurdity that, while trustees have had statutory 
authority for purchasing leaseholds since 1874 (Vendor and Pur- 
chaser Act, 1874, 8s. 2,3), and under-leases since 1881 (Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, ss. 3 (1), 66), without requiring the production of the 
lessor’s title, they have not been generally enabled by statute to 
dispense with such production on taking a mortgage of leaseholds. 
It is now provided that no trustee lending money upen the security 
of “‘ any leasehold property” {we presume that this will include 
leaseholds held under a sub-lease} shall be chargeable with breach 
of trust ‘‘only upon the ground” that, in makiog such loan, he 
dispensed, either wholly or partially, with the production or 
investigation of the lessor’s title. re oF 
Sub-section (3).—Here we have a common-form provision in wills 
and settlements enacted, with a grandmotherly proviso appended 
which goes far to destroy the efficacy of the protection afforded to 
the trustee. The sub-section first provides that ‘‘no trustee shall 
be chargeable with breach of trust only upon the ground that, in 
effecting the purchase of any property, or in lending money upon the 
security of any property, he shall have accepted a shorter title than the 
title which a purchaser is, in the absence of a special contract, entitled 
to require.” So far this is only a restricted form of the ordinary 
clause, which in recent times has usually either extended to taking 
less than a marketable title or has expressly enabled the trustees 
to ‘accept whatever title or evidence of title shall appear to them 
sufficient.” The Act, it should be observed, only enables the trus- 
tees to take less than a forty years’ title, and does not in any way 
indemnify them against any defect in the title other than its short- 
ness. But even this limited protection is made dependent on the 
title accepted being in all respects a good one. The subsequent 





| part of the sub-section says: ‘‘if, in the opinion of the court, the 
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title accepted be such as a person acting with prudence and caution 
would have accepted.” It is impossible to suppose that the court 
will consider that a person acts with prudence and caution who 
accepts a defective title. We think, therefore, that this sub-sec- 
tion will probably fall into the limbo of dead-letter legislative 
provisions, and that the ordinary clause relating to this matter 
must still be inserted in wills and settlements. 

Sub-section (4).—The section applies ‘‘ to transfers of existing 
securities as well as to new securities, and to investments 
made as well before as after” the 24th of December last, unless 
some proceeding was then pending. It will be observed that 
the case of purchases (to which sub-section (3) applies) is not 
expressly mentioned in this sub-section; we presume it is con- 
sidered that they will be included under the word ‘‘ invest- 
ments.” The sub-section was altered after the Bill was amended 
by the Select Committee, and we think it is to be regretted that 
the effect of the ejusdem generis doctrine was not considered when 
the words ‘‘to transfers,’ &c., were prefixed to the words ‘to 
investments,” &c. As the sub-section now stands, it is open to 
doubt whether the “investments” referred to are not mortgage 
investments only. 

Section 5.—Liability for loss by reason of improper invest- 
ment.—Sub-section (1).—The effect of the rule which this sub- 
section is intended to abolish is well shewn by Fry v. Tapson (33 
W. R. 113, 28 Ch. D. 280). In that case Mr. Justice Kay, in his 
judgment, expresses his ‘‘regret”’ (what pain this learned judge 
must have from time to time to suffer in the discharge of his 
judicial functions!) “‘to be obliged to declare” that the trustees 
“are jointly and severally liable to replace the £5,000, with 
interest at 4 per cent. from the time of the loan” (deducting 
sums paid to the tenant for life for interest) ; the amount to be 
paid within three months, and ‘upon such payment being made 
the defendants will be entitled to the mortgage.” By the present 
sub-section it is provided that ‘‘ where a trustee shall have 
improperly advanced trust money on a mortgage security which 
would at the time of the investment have been a proper invest- 
ment in all respects for a less sum than was actually advanced 
thereon, the security shall be deemed an authorized investment for 
such less sum, and the trustee shall only be liable to make good 
the sum advanced in excess thereof with interest.” It will be 
observed that the sub-section sets out by referring to all cases of a 
trustee having ‘‘ improperly advanced trust money on a mortgage 
security,” but its operation is subsequently limited to cases in 
which the mortgage security was, at the time of investment, ‘‘a 
proper investment in all respects’’ for a less sum. The only case, 
so far as we can see, falling within its operation is that of a 
trustee advancing a larger sum than he ought to have done, and 
we do not understand why the provision was not directed 
expressly to this case. 

Sub-section (2).—This sectiun applies to ‘investments made as 
well before as after the 24th of December last, except where some 





proceeding was then pending. 

Section 6.—IJndemnity for breach of trust.—Sub-section (1).— 
This provision, which was added after the Bill left the Select 
Committee, is, we think, in design one of the most useful of all the 
sections. It provides that ‘‘ where a trustee shall have committed 
a breach of trust at the instigation or request, or with the consent 
in writing, of a beneficiary, the court may, if it shall think fit, and 
notwithstanding that the beneficiary may be a married woman 
entitled for her separate use, whether with or without a restraint on 
anticipation, make such order as to the court shall seem just 
for impounding all or any part of the interest of the beneficiary in 
the trust estate by way of indemnity to the trustee or person 
claiming through him.” Hitherto the circumstance that a breach 
of trust has been committed at the instigation or request of the 
beneficiary {has not, by itself, rendered him liable to indemnify 
the trustees generally (see Raby v. Ridehalgh, 7 De G. M. & G. 
108) ; his obligation has only been to account to the trustees for 
moneys received by him under the breach of trust. To this 


extent a married woman beneficiary, entitled for her separate use 
without restraint on anticipation, has been considered liable to recoup 
the trustees, provided she had full knowledge of all the circum- 
stances, and actually took part in the breach of trust, but not if 
she merely acquiesced in, or approved of, the breach of trust: 
Sawyer v. Sawyer (33 W. R. 403, 28 Ch. D. 595). In that case 





Lord Justice Fry said: ‘‘ We are of opinion that if, instead of | 





being a married woman, she [i.e., Mrs. Sawyer] had been a man of 
full years, there would have existed a right of retainer against her 
life interest to make good her debt”; but ‘‘ before a trustee can 
claim the benefit of any charge or right of retainer against the in- 
terest of a married woman in the fund, it appears to us to be 
reasonable that he should shew that the charge or right of retainer 
was created by her with a full knowledge of all the circumstances. 
ae In no case, s> far as we kaow, has her separate estate 
been charged on the mere ground of her having acquiesced in, or 
approved of the breach of trust.” 

It will be observed that the power to impound the interest of a 
beneficiary given to the court by the sub-section under considera- 
tion is entirely discretionary, and Mr. Ettis, in a footnote to the 
new edition of his useful work on trustees’ investments, has very 
properly called attention to the question whether the principle of 
Sawyer v. Sawyer will not be applied by the court in the adminis- 
tration of the new provision. It seems to us that the only safe 
course, in order to secure an indemnity from the interest of a married 
woman beneficiary, will be for the trustees to insist on her being 
represented and advised by a separate solicitor, and on her signing 
an express request to the trustees to commit the act which consti- 
tutes a breach of trust. 

Sub-section (2).—This section applies to breaches of trust com- 
mitted before or after the 24th of December last, unless any pro- 
ceeding was then pending. 

Section 7.—TZrustee may insure buildings.—Sub-section (1).— 
Hitherto it has been at least doubtful whether a trustee, in the 
absence of express provision, is justified in applying income pay- 
able to a tenant for life in keeping insured against fire trust 
buildings, without the consent of the tenant for life. The present 
sub-section enables him, if he thinks proper, to insure against fire 
‘any building or other insurable property” to an amount not 
exceeding (together with any insurance already on foot) three- 
fourths of the full value, and to pay the premiums either out of 
the income of the insured property, or ‘‘out of the income of 
any other property subject to the same trusts.” 

Sub-section (2).—This section is not to apply to any building or 
property which the trustee is bound forthwith to convey absolutely 
to any cestui que trust upon being requested so to do. 








JUDICIAL LOGIC. 


‘‘To what use is it,” asks the celebrated Dr. Watts, “‘ for a divine, or 
physician, or a tradesman to read over the huge volumes of reports 
of judged cases in the law?” ‘‘The clergy,” says Blackstone, 
according to Dr. Stephen, ‘‘ have abundant reason to be acquainted 
with many branches of the law”; and “‘ to gentlemen of the faculty 
of physic the study of the law is attended with some importance.” 

We shall not attempt to decide whether these authorities are in 
conflict, or, if so, which of them is in the right; but considering the 
wide range of subjects with which the law reports deal, considering 
that intellectual power in some form or other is amongst the qualifi- 
cations which may properly be taken into account in the appoint- 
ment of our judges, and that the most peaceful and innocent amongst 
us may unfortunately “‘have abundant cause to be acquainted’ with 
some branch of the law, we think that an occasional glance at 
the reports might have some attraction even for men who are not 
professionally connected with the law. And we venture to think that 
if the modern law reports were read by educated men outside the 
profession there would be some surprise at the style of reasoning 
which is sometimes adopted on the bench. 

We are, of course, aware that the persevering efforts of the Legis- 
lature to provide embarrassment for those whose duty it is to construe 
and expound the statute law of the country have been crowned with 
abundant success. It has long since been observed that the making 
of laws is the one employment of adult life which is supposed to 
require no preparatory training, and that this may be one of the 
causes why the studies of half a lifetime are not sufficient for the 
right interpretation of such laws as our legislators make. But we 
are not now speaking of judicial answers to statutory conundrums. 
The examples to which we refer are the independent, unaided, and 
spontaneous production of the beuch. 

The following instances will serve to illustrate what we mean (the 
italics are our own) :—In 17 L. R. Eq., at p. 521, after a statement 
that the defendants accused the plaintiff of committing a forgery, 
occurs the following passage :— 

‘*The plaintiff has now married again, and her husband is a butcher 
= a Sy. of Lincoln; and it is, therefore, an important question of 
character.’’ 
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In this passage it is not easy to determine what is the relevance or 
the effect of the word ‘‘therefore.” Whether its significance is 
matrimonial, chronological, local, or commercial—that is to say; 
whether it refers to the marriage, or to the time when it occurred, 
to the place of the husband’s abode, or to the nature of his business 
—the word seems hopelessly unintelligible. Wiser, we imagine, was 
the practice of Captain Bunsby when he enclosed the word “ there- 
fore” between full stops, in sullen but unperplexing isolation. 

Again— 

‘“‘ The absence of that strip would materially diminish the value of the 
estate, for the owner might grow upon it buckwheat, or anything of that 
kind, which would induce the pheasants to come to it for the purpose of being 
poached’’ (14 Ch. D. 280). 


If a case of electing to be poached could be clearly established 
against a pheasant, the case would form an interesting contribution 
to the learning on the vexed question whethey any animal except 
man ever deliberately committed suicide. To have alleged such a 
case without evidence is an impropriety almost on 8 par with the 
misdeeds mentioned in the play of Aristophanes as clamouring for 
vengeance upon those by whom the race of birds had been disparaged 
and insulted. 

In 19 Ch. D., at p. 289, we read :— 


‘If the plaintiff were under a liability in respect of his covenants with 
his lessor in regard to the vault, there might ground for inquiry 
whether the plaintiff should have damages; but neither the extent of 
liability in that respect nor the extent of damage is indicated, and if it 
were I do not see how damages could be ascertained.”’ : 


When it has been ascertained that a man is liable to pay for an 
article and the value of the article is known, we should have thought 
it not impossible to determine how much the man ought to pay. 
Diis aliter visum. 

Two lines further on we read— 


‘Has the enjoyment been of right? It would not be of right if it had 
been clam, in the sense of being secret or surreptitious. It was said that if 
it were something short of that—if it were shewn or appeared to be not 
open—it would not be an enjoyment as of right, and the statute would 
not run. In a state of things, where the origin of these two buildings 
goes so far back, it is very difficult to deal with the case, it being almost 
impossible to prove anything, on the one hand or the other, affirmatively ; 
therefore the conclusion which I come to is that the enjoyment would not 
be of right if it was clam, but I think the evidence shews that the right 
was open.”’ 

We were under the impression that the word clam always conveys 
a notion of secrecy. Nor has this impression been removed by a 
reference to the dictionary. And after starting with the proposition, 
“Tt would not be of right if it had been clam,” we little thought 
that when we came to be formally introduced to the conclusion, we 
should find it to be none other than our old acquaintance, ‘‘ the en- 
joyment would not be of right if it was clam.” Nor has it ever 
been quite clear to us how the statement that the evidence shews the 
right to have been open is to be reconciled with the previous state- 
ment that it was ‘‘almost impossible to prove anything affirma- 
tively.”” May not the reasoning throughout be described as ‘‘ clam, 
in the sense of being secret”? ? 

The perusal of passages such as we have cited will, no doubt, pro- 
duce different effects on different minds. To him who believes in the 
doctrine of an eminent essayist that logic is but one of the many 
crutches to assist the movements of the week and feeble, the occasional 
disregard of logic may seem to afford a reassuring proof of superior 
intelligence. Toanotherit may appear to be a pleasing fact as being 
calculated to enforce a truth, which is often overlooked, but which 
the greatest judges have ever been most ready to admit and most 
careful to remember—namely, that judicial rank confers no exemp- 
tion from error. But the ordinary man, taking «a commonplace 
view of the matter, will probably infer nothing more than that the 
judgments published in the authorized reports are not always very 
— revised by the judges who are supposed to have uttered 

em. 





We receive, too late for review this week, a copy of “The Land 
Charges, Registration, and Searches Act, 1888,” by Mr. H. W. 
Elphinstone (the draftsman of the Act) and Mr. J. W. Clark (W. 
Maxwell & Sons), being a carefully-annotated edition of the new Act 
and rules, by way of appendix to the authors’ work on ‘‘ Searches.” 


The following are tke circuits chosen by the judges for the ensuing 
Winter assizes—viz., Oxford Circuit—Lord Chief Justice Coleridge and 
Mr. Baron Pollock; South-Eastern Circuit—Mr. Justice Field; North- 
Eastern Circuit—Mr. Justice Denman and a commissioner; Midland 
Circuit—Mr. Justice Stephen and Mr. Justice Manisty ; Home Circuit— 
Mr. Justice Hawkins ; North Wales Circuit—Mr. Justice Cave ; South 
Wales Circuit—Mr. Justice Grantham; Western Circuit—Mr. Justice 
Wills ; Northern Circuit—Mr. Justice Charles and a commissioner, These 
assizes will begin early in February. 
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REVIEWS. 
TRUST INVESTMENTS. 
TRUSTEES’ GUIDE TO INVESTMENTS, WITH THE TRUSTEE ACT, 1888, 


Second EpiTion. By Artuur LEE Etuis, MA., B.C.L., Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Reeves & Turner. 


The new edition of Mr. Ellis’s excellent little treatise appears at a 
particularly opportune time. Most practitioners want to know the 
effect of the recent investment order and of the provisions as to 
mortgage investments in the Trustee Act, 1888, and on these points 
they will find Mr. Ellis’s book on investments a very profitable 
investment for themselves. He deals seriatim with each of the 
investments mentioned in the recent order, giving particulars 
relating to each, and discusses in a very practical way the questions 
arisirg upon them. Thus, as to Indian Guaranteed Railway Stocks, 
he says, ‘‘ The practical result appears to be this: that it is by no 
means easy to say, with any degree of confidence, what Indian Railwa 
Stocks are really included within the rule. At the most, they woul 
seem to be extremely few in number. On the whole, with the 
exception of the Debenture Stocks mentioned, it would be advisable 
that trustees should, for the present, avoid this class of investment, 
rather than run the risk of investing in a stock which might be held 
to be unauthorized by this part of the rule of court.” To the three 
chapters of the former edition—treating of (1) the duties and respon- 
sibilities of trustees with regard to the investment of trust funds 
generally ; (2) the trustee’s powers of investment (a) under statute, 
with list of statutory investments, (b) under instruments of trust ; 
(3) certain kinds of investment considered, particularly real securi- 
ties—there has been added a chapter on investment in redeemable 
securities, in which the questions arising as to investment on these 
securities at a premium are fully discussed. The portion of the 
book relating to mortgage investments has, of course, been re- 
modelled with reference to the provisions of the Trustee Act. A 
very useful table shewing the dividends paid by the principal railway 
companies during the last ten years has been added with reference 
to the provision of the recent investment order. The book seems to us 
to be an unusually complete and practical guide for trustees and their 
advisers with regard to investments. 


THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888, 


Tue Law RELATING TO County Councits: BEING THE LOocAL 
GOVERNMENT Act, 1888; County ExeEcrors Act, 1888; THE 
INCORPORATED CLAUSES OF THE MunNIcIPAL CorPorRATIons Act, 
1882, &c. By C. N. BazaucerTe, M.A., and GEorGE Hum- 
PHREYS, B.A., Barristers-at-Law. SECOND EpiTi0on. By GEORGE 
Hvumpureys, B.A. Stevens & Sons. 


This book has met with an unusual success, the first edition having 
been, as we are told in the preface, exhausted within a few weeks of 
its publication. The notes, we are glad to see, especially as to the 
incorporated clauses of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, have 
been increased in number, and the index has been enlarged, covering 
now close on fifty pages. The book is an exceedingly convenient and 
careful edition of the Acts. 





CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE CENTRAL OFFICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF 
JUDICATURE, 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In my letter, which you were good enough to insert in your 
issue of the 15th of December, on the subject of ‘‘The Chancery 
Taxing Masters,” I pointed out the objection there was to clerkships 
in the Chan taxing masters’ office being given to redundant 
clerks from the Central Office simply for the sake of economy, and I 
gave my reasons. As the efficiency of the clerical staff of the Chan- 
cery Division is a matter of the ae importance to chancery 
suitors, I, as stated in my letter of the 15th ult., beg to return to the 
subject. 

T think those who are so distressed to find that the Central Office 
is overmanned, and that there are redundant clerks for whom the 
suitors have to provide salaries or to contribute to them, overlook 
the fact that the existence of these redundant clerks is the necessary 
consequence of great and beneficial reforms of lasting benefit to the 
country—the outcome of Lord Selborne’s Judicature Acts. I refer 
in particular to (a) the consolidation of the three common law divi- 
sions into one common law division; (b) the abolition of the record 
and writ clerks’ office; and (c) the creation of the Central Office by 
Lord Cairns. 











These great and beneficial changes at once effected a great 
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saving of public money. A chief justice, a chief baron, and their 
bodyguard of clerks and officers, were for ever got rid of. By 
bringing the common law staff and the record and writ clerks and 
their staff into the Central Office it soon became evident that there 
were more men than were required for the work of that office; but, 
what of that’ In time they will cease to be an expense to the 
country, and they must not be transferred to the Chancery Division 
simply because they are entitled to salaries. My contention is, that 
only gentlemen thoroughly acquainted with the practice of the Chan- 
cery Division should hold any office in that division, as the fees of the 
chancery suitors pay the salaries of the official staff in that division. 

While touching on Lord Selborne’s reforms effected by the Judica- 
ture Acts, and fh 
refrain from an expression of regret that ‘‘ divisional courts”? have 
not yet been abolished. What an accretion of judicial power there 
pen be if common law actions were in every respect dealt with as 
chancery actions, judges sitting continuously all the year round 
trying causes, with no appeals dhvwet except to the Court of —_ 
and the House of Lords. If there were no divisional courts there 
might be three, instead of two, courts of appeal, or two courts of 
appeal with additional judges of appeal. 

owever, the public Lows plenty to be thankful for, as the state- 
ments above amply attest, but the cry for economy seems for the 
moment to prevail, and to make them unmindful of their obligation. 
It is to be hoped that no such cry will deter the Lord Chancellor 
from speedily filling up the important office of Master in Lunacy, 
rendered vacant by the sudden and lamented death of the late Master 
Nicholson. 

It isin the air that it is not to be filled up, but I do not credit this 
for a moment, as the work in the office requires the service of two 
masters. Lunacy is not on the decrease, and the work of the Lunacy 
Office is such that none can accuse it of being overmanned. 

If I might make a suggestion it is this: that the economists might 
carry @ great point if promotion were made from within the office 
rather than from without. Mr. John Stewart, who acts as registrar 
in lunacy in court, would make an excellent master in lunacy, his 
long experience and mature judgment being well appreciated in the 
profession; or, if not, the precedent set by the late Master 
Nicholson’s own appointment might be followed in the present case, 
but, whether from within or without the office, the appointment 
should be made as soon as possible. JAMES RAWLINSON, 

Upper Holloway, N., Jan. 23. 





SATISFACTION OF ARREARS OF RENT BY EXECUTION 
CREDITOR. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—Having served a notice on the sheriff for a year’s rent under 
8 Anne, c. 14, [am informed by him that this Act does pot apply to 
ground-rent, If this contention is right, perhaps some of your readers 
could supply me with the name of any case bearing on the subject. 
There certainly does not appear to be any distinction made in the 
Act between ground-rent and any other kind of rent. 

Jan. 23. INQUIRING SUBSCRIBER. 

(The statute has been held to apply only to thé immediate land- 
lord, not to a ground landlord (Bennett's case, 2 Strange, 787), but we 
have always doubted whether this is consistent with Zhuryood v. 
Richardson (7 Bing. 428). We hopeto consider the matter at an early 
date.—Eb. S. J.] 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE SOLICITORS ACT, 1888, 

By virtue and in pursuance of the Solicitors Act, 1888, I, 
William Baliol, Baron Esher, Master of the Rolls, hereby appoint the 
following members of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society 
as the committee (under the 12th section of the Act) for the purpose 
of hearing any application to strike the name of a solicitor off the 
roll, or any application requiring a solicitor to answer the allegations 
contained in an affidavit :— 


CoMMITTEE, 
Ebenezer John Bristow, 1, Copthall-buildings, Oopthall-court. 
Benjamin Greene Lake, 10, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Henry Markby, 57, Coleman-street. 
Sir Thomas Paine, 14, St. Helen’s-place. 
ao Henr Wateon Parker, The Rectory House, St. Michael’s-alley, 
ornhill. 


Cornelius Thomas Saunders, 20, Temple-row, Birmingham. 
Wm. Williams, 32, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
(Signed) 


, EsHER, MLR, 
Dated this 18th day of January, 1889. 





e complaints made by the economists, I cannot | 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1895. 
OrricE or Land REGISTRY. 


RULE. 

I, the Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord 
| High Chancellor of Great Britain, with the concurrence of the Lords 
| Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury, ef virtue and in pursuance 

of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, ahd of all other powers and 
| authorities enabling in that behalf, do determine that the fees in the 
| schedule hereto shall be paid under the said Act on and after the 
| first day of February, 1889, in substitution for the fees now payable. 
Dated this 16th day of January, 1889. 


HAtssvry, C. 
We certify that this Rule is made with the concurrence of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury. 
HERBERT EvsTacE MAXWELL, 
SrpNey HERBERT. 
The Schedule of Fees. 
For entry of first proprietorship of land, 
For registration of charges* and of transfers of land and charges if 
for value, 








Value of Land+ or Charge.{ Fee, 
> 4d, 
Not exceeding £50 sea és0 sas bes 0 5 0 
Exceeding £50, and not exceeding £100 010 0 
iy > £200 015 0 
By £200 ie £300 100 
aa £300 a £400 15 0 
” £400 s £500 110 0 
i” £500 a £600... 116 0 
“5 £600 e 4 22 0 
ee £700 = £800. 28 0 
rf £800 * £900... 214 0 
ie £900 - £1,000 3 0 0 
» £1,000 - £2,000... 5 0 0 
» £2,000 a £3,000... | 700 
» £3,000 ” £4,000... | 8 0 0 
» £4,000 es £5,000, | 9 0 0 
» £9,000 se £6,000 ... | 10 0 0 
», £6,000 vi £7,000... 11 0 0 
»» £7,000 pa £8,000 ... | 12 0 0 
» £8,000 - £9,000... | 13 0 O 
» £9,000 ‘0 £10,000 14 0 0 
5, £10,000 


” £100,000 
£14 for the first £10,000 and for every | 

additional £1,000 or part of £1,000 i 010 0 
Exceeding £100,000 as for £100,000. 








For entry of first proprietorship of land with posses- { Half the 
wiry Title = ng scene ee ee above fees. 
\ One-fourth 
the above fees 
For registration of transmissions and of transfers of with 
land and charges where the transaction is not fort a minimum 
value... ote ai as _ soe ont ... | fee of 5s., and 
@ maximum 
fee of £10. 
§ For every land certificate, office copy lease, or 
certificate of charge :— 
£ad. 
Where the value does not exceed £1,000 = ws 010 6 
zs » exceeds £1,000, but does not exceed £5,000 1 0 0 
ne ss »» £5,000, - » £10,000 2 0 0 
a oe »» £10,000 ee » £20,000 3 0 0 
‘ ii »» £20,000 ie » £40,000 4 0 0 
», £40,000 roe we 5 0 O 


For every special land certificate, and 
§For altering land certificate for a transferee and Half the 
making endorsement on office copy lease .., above charges. 
|\For registering a fee farm or other grant, under the 
82nd section, second paragraph, 
Where the capital value of the rent reserved does not 
exceed £500 sod aoe: eee ees Sus eee a © Oo 





_ * When a charge is made and left for registration, of the whole land comprised 
in a transfer for value within 14 days of the date of the transfer, half fees only 
shall be payable in respect of such charge. 

+ “Land” includes every interest capable of separate registration. 

+ Where the amount of the charge is also secured on unregistered property, 
such abatement in the fee shall be made as the registrar shall think reasonable. 

t Remitted if required on the first eerie of land not exceediag £300 in 
ve of, if required by a transferee of on a transfer, not exceeding £300 in 





value. 
+ Remitted if required on the first registration of land. 
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Where such value exceeds £500, then for the first £500 
at the rate aforesaid and for every further £500 or fractional 
part of £500 ““ a — hrs one as <a | 
*For registering a caution or restriction... — weet 
Provided that in respect of a caution or restriction | 
for the purpose of protecting any unregistered 
transfer or charge made by a registered proprietor 
(either before or after his registration) in respect 
of which a transfer or charge might be registered, | 
the same fee shall be payable as would have been 
payable if such transfer or charge had been made 
and registered accordingly; and when any such ! 
transfer or charge is afterwards made, no further / 
ad valorem fee shall be payable in respect of the 
registration thereof. 
For registering an inhibition ove eee ose ee 
For entering notice of dower or curtesy (under section 
52 


~ 
o 
So 


For every statement for the Court signed by the 

registrar... ae a iit aad wae ove eee 

+For annexing conditions to land 

For every abstract left in the office wi Pir | 

Examination of abstracts with deeds, when made by | 

officers of the registry—per hour or part of an hour ...} 010 0 
For registering notice of a lease or agreement for wy 

lease eee eee eee eee oe eee eee eee 

For rectification of the register under the 95th or 96th | 

sections ... aioe si - on _ eee ose 
+For withdrawal or modification of a caution or 

restriction es ois ne ‘ . a 
The same under an inhibition _... — ve vr 
For every entry under the 18th section (easements, 

subsidiary rights, short leases, mines, &c., &c.) ... pis 
+For every entry negativing implied covenants, powers | 0 10 0 

priorities, &c. ... ne a ve ne eee ose 
For registering modification or discharge of conditions 
For every examination of a married woman in the 

office... me ‘ea ive a a ‘ j 
For every certificate of search—per title obs 
For filing a general form of provisions for charges in 

favour of a land or building society noe sos site 
For noting the determination of a lease or charge or } 








the cessation of anincumbrance ... oa as oes { 0 7 0 
For filing a revision or enlargement of a deposited map 
For inspection of the register (including documents | 
referred to thereon), by the proprietor, or by his consent | 
—per title ee ae aS see ne vee 
For inspection of parish index ... ims on be 
Copy of or extract from any entry in the register or 05 0 
document referred to thereon pan ose coe 00s ’ 
For inspection of any document in the custody of the 
registrar... one nee sie hab os ote oon 
For every summons... ose on re eee | 
+Every entry for which no other fee is provided a 
For inspection of the office index map, not exceeding 
5 sheets ... ee so es sien = ‘ ms 0 5 0 
For every additional sheet... 0 1 0 


For inspection of the registered description only—per ) 


title sea x ¥en ia oes ° 0 2 6 
+For filing an affidavit or declaration ... ae re 
For every affidavit or declaration sworn or taken in the 

office... ose wis bss re — oe ore 0 1 6 
For every exhibit thereto ... see ee eos ste 0 1 0 
For every notice under the official stamp soe ; 01 0 


N.B.—The above fees are in every case exclusive of stationers’ 
charges, and of the expense of making and verifying maps and 
descriptions, which will be paid by the applicant. 





LAND REGISTRY. 
February lst, 1889. 
Nore as To New Scares or Orrice Anp Sourcitors’ Frrs, 


For over twenty-five years the office has been working at a scale of fees 
which are utterly inconsiderable when compared with the costs of exami- 
nation of title, which registration of title is intended practically to super- 
sede. The staff of the Land Registry has for some time past been 
reduced, by various causes, to the minimum necessary to cope with the 
daily business in respect of the titles on the books (exceeding 3,500 in 
number), but notwithstanding this reduction, the annual expenses of the 
Registry are still largely in excess of the receipts from fees. As long ago 
as 1874, a Royal Commission recommended the raising of the official fees, 
and this recommendation has now been followed out. A simplification of 


* Remitted if required on the first registration of land. 
‘ + fpr 2 if required on the occasion of a registration for which an ad valorem 
ee is payable, 





the mode of payment has aleo been introduced at the same time, 
abolishing some of the minor charges, and making the new increased fee 
cover everything except stationery charges, which never exceed a few 
shillings. Land certificates are also issued at stationer’s charges only 
where the value of the land does not exceed £300. 

In compliance with a wish often expressed by solicitors and others using 
the office, arrangements have been made for the sale of stamps at the 
office. 

The fees now charged are fixed at about one-fifth of the scale of costs 
which a solicitor is authorized to charge for conveyancing with un- 
registered land, : 

Proprietors may easily conduct their transfer business in person. 
For cases where a solicitor is employed, a scale has been issued for 
regulating costs. 

Taken in connexion with that scale of costs, it will be seen that the 
present expense of transferring and charging registered land, even where 
a solicitor is employed, will, in every instance, be far less than the costs of 
private conveyancing where the land is not registered. To this advantage 
should be added the increased facility afforded by registration in dispens- 
ing with the delays incidental to inquiry as to title ; a facility that will be 
found especially useful in regard to mortgages. 

Where a registered estate is sold or mortgaged as a whole, there is 
no reason whatever why the transfer or charge should not be com- 
pleted, by the parties themselves, in a quarter of an hour. 

The fees payable on registration of transfers to new trustees, transmis- 
sions on death or bankruptcy, and other voluntary dealings, have been 
fixed at one-fourth of those payable on dealings for value. 

The new fees under the Act of 1862 are higher than those under the Act 
of 1875 in the proportion of 5 to 4. The former Act requires much 
more time and labour, and is more costly to carry out than the latter 
Act, and no hardship is inflicted on those proprietors who prefer to 
remain under the more costly system, as 
provision is made for the gratuitous transfer to the 1875 Act of all 
land registered under the Act of 1862. 


Srrcmens (for purposes of comparison) of the Costs of Sates and Morrt- 
GAGES of ReoisteReD and UnrgEcIsTERED LAND, 





Costs of Sales and Mortgages of Registered Land 











under New Rules and Fee Orders. Compare a 
Solicitor’s costs 

es eS "henna a tL ga 

-roperty. Costs of Solici- ortgage 

Office Fees Total where 
(including Land pe fo A Solicitoris | ae > ee 
Certificate). m. . ile 8. employed. | 
{ 

£ 2s. a. £8. 4. £ a, &, £ os. d. 

50 05 0 $3 0 s 7 ¢ 800 
100 010 0 239 212 0 3 0 0 
200 015 0 | $3 0 217 0 5 0 0 
300 100 | 3 3 0 43 0 5 0 0 
500 200 440 6 4 0 710 0 
1,000 310 0 6 6 0 916 0 15 0 0 
5,000 10 0 0 1010 0 2010 0 45 0 0 
10,000 1600 1515 0 8115 0 70 0 0 
20,000 22 0 0 21 0 0 43 0 0 95 0 0 
50,000 39 0 O 3615 0 75 0 0 170 0 0 
100,000 64 0 0 63 0 0 127 0 0 295 0 0 


* The vendor will hardly ever require a solicitor, and most purchasers of aver- 
age business capacity will be able to do their own work also. 

+ Both vendor and purchaser pay these costs, so that the total legal costs of 
the sale may be reckoned at double the amount here given, to which counsel's 
fees have frequently to be added. 





THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888, 


A circular signed by Mr. Godfrey Lushington has been issued by the 
Home Office to clerks of the peace requesting them to inform the justices 
of the county, and the standing joint committee of the justices and the 
county council, when that committee is appointed under the provisions of 
the Local Government Act, that, as no direct Government contribution 
will hereafter be made in aid of local police expenditure, it will no 
longer be necessary for the local police authorities to submit, for the Secre- 
tary of State’s approval, proposals involving increase of cost, with a 
view to providing for the increased charge in the Estimates. The circular 
calls attention to the fact that the Secretary of State’s sanction is still 
required—(1) for any alteration of the number of constables in a county 
police force ; (2) for any alteration in the number of superintendents, and 
in the other ranks of officers; (3) for any alteration in the number of 
constables in any district of a county divided into police districts. The 
rates of pay of county constabulary will continue subject to the rules of 
April 12, 1886, made under 2 & 3 Vict.c. 95, 8.3: and the Secretary of 
State’s sanction will be required for any rates of pay exceeding the scales 
mentioned in these rules. 








There was an obvious verbal mistake on page 178 of our issue of last 
week, The passage stating that the company purchased some of its own 
shares without the knowledge or consent of the shareholders, should read : 
‘‘ without the knowledge or consent of the policyholders.” 
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CASES OF THE WEEK.* 
Court of Appeal, 


ROSENBERG v. NORTHUMBERLAND BUILDING SOCIETY—No. 1, 19th and 
21st January. 


Buitpine Soctrty—ALTERATION oF Rutes—CeErTIFICATE OF REGISTRATION. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Day, J., at the Newcastle Assizes 
The plaintiff had mortgaged to the defendants certain property to secure 
an advance of £2,400 in respect of 29} shares held by the plaintiff in the 
defendant society. The mortgage deed contained a covenant by the 
plaintiff to pay to the defendants ‘‘all subscriptions, fines, and other 
moneys,’’ and to do and perform all acts and things ‘‘ which, according to 
the rules for the time being of the society, should from time to time 
become due and payable, and which ought to be done and performed by 
(the plaintiff] iu respect of the security or the shares by virtue of which the 
advance was made.’’ The deed also provided that upon payment of all 
such subscriptions, fines, and other moneys, the plaintiff was entitled to 


be released from the mortgage. One of the rules of the society then in | 
force provided that if a member who should have a mortgage should be | 


desirous of paying and satisfying the same, and should give notice thereof 
to the secretary, the directors of the society should receive the value of the 
unpaid subscriptions or sums due on the advanced shares according to the 
tables annexed to the rules, and on payment of such value, together with 
all fines due in respect of such shares, the directors should deliver all deeds 
and other documents in their custody relating to the security to the 
member. Another rule provided that any of the rules might be altered or 
rescinded and new rules made. In October, 1882, the former rule was 
rescinded and a newrule made providing that if any member having 
received his share or shares in advance should be desirous of paying and 
satisfying the security, and should give one month’s notice of his desire to 
the society, the directors should receive the balance according to the 
rules, and on payment thereof, together with all fines due in respect of 
such shares and a proportionate part of bad debts or estimated bad debts 
and other charges that might be due or estimated to be due, the directors 
should deliver up all deeds and documents relating to the security, and 
endorse a receipt on the mortgage according to the Building Societies 
Act, 1874. This rule was registered, and a certificate of registration given. 
In September, 1887, the plaintiff, being desirous of paying off the mort- 
gage, duly gave notice under the old rule, and tendered to the defendants 
the sum of £1,367, the amount then due to the society under that rule. 
The defendants claimed a further sum of £328 as the plaintiff's proportion 
of estimated losses under the new rule, and declined to receive the £1,367 
and to deliver up the deeds. The present action was then brought, the 
plaintiff contending that he was not bound by the rules of 1882, and also 
that those rules had been invalidly made. Day, J., held that the certifi- 
cate of registration was conclusive as to the validity of the new rules, but 
decided that the new rules did not affect the plaintiff's right to redeem. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Esuer, M.R., Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) reversed this 
decision on the authority of Wilson v. Miles Platting Permanent Benefit 
Building Society, decided by the Court of Appeal (Sir James Hannen and 
Cotton and Lindley, L.JJ.) in 1887, but unreported. Lord Esuer, M R., 
said that that case decided that where there was an express covenant in 
the mortgage deed that the mortgagor should be bound by the rules of 
the society for the time being in force, the contract between the parties 
must be regulated by those rules. The present case contained a similar 
covenant, and was undistinguishable from it. The case of Dewhurst 
v. Clarkson (3 E. & B. 194) was an authority for saying that the certificate 
of registration was sufficient to shew that the rules were valid. It shewed 
that they had been made in the proper form, and the court would not go 
behind it. He hoped that the Miles Platting case might still be reported. 
The Lords Justices concurred.—CovunseL, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and W. S. 
Robson ; Gainsford Bruce, Q.C., and Lawson Walton. Soxicrrors, Francis 
Miller § Co., for Dickenson § Miller, Newcastle; G. Brash Wheeler, for 
Fisher § Williams, Newcastle. 


HARTAS v. RIBBONS—No. 1, 21st January. 
Principat AND AGENT—STOCKBROKER. 


This was an appeal from the decision of Hawkins, J. The defendant 
employed the plaintiff, who was a stockbroker, to purchase shares for him 
on the Stock Exchange. On September 27, 1887, by the direction of the 
defendant, the shares were carried over to October 14. On October 12 the 
plaintiff was declared a defaulter on the Stock Exchange, and, in accord- 
ance with the rules of that body, the official assignee closed all his 
accounts with the jobbers. On that closing a balance of £110 4s. 2d. was 
shewn against him in respect of the shares which he had purchased for 
the defendant. On this action being brought to recover that amount it 
was alleged, and was found as a fact by the judge, that the plaintiff and 
defendant had met on October 12, when the plaintiff had informed the 
defendant of his position, and had told him that he might employ another 
broker, or might deal with the jobbers direct, but that the defendant had 
elected not to carry on the contract through the medium of another broker 
or otherwise, but had decided to accept the hammer prices and adopt the 
closing. On this Hawkins, J., gave judgment for the plaintiff. The 


defendant appealed, contending that the case was governed by Duncan v. | 


Hill (L. R. 8 Ex. 242), and that there was no consideration for the 
plaintiff's promise to adopt the closing. 

Tux Covrt (Lord Esuzr, M.R., and Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) dismissed the 
appeal. Lord Esugr, M.R., said that the case was distinguishable from 





* These cases are specially reported for the SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL by barris 
appointed in the different courts, ’ af aa 


| Duncan v. Hill, where there was no such agreement between the parties as 


| there was found to be in this case. Here the defendant had plainly 
agreed that the ordinary duty of a principal to indemnify his agent should 
| be extended to the circumstances. He had the option of getting rid of 
| the plaintiff, but he had elected not to do so, but accept the closing prices, 
| and, therefore, to leave him liable to the jobbers. He must, therefore, 
| indemnify him. Bowen, L.J., said that the consideration for the defend- 
| ant’s agreement with the plaintiff was the risk which he escaped runniog 
| of the shares falling in value between the 12th and the 14th. Fry, L.J., 
concurred.—CounsgL, McIntyre ; Murphy, Q.C., and Sidney Woolf. Sout- 
citors, Anthony Pulbrook ; S. R. Pollard. 


ESDAILE v. PAYNE—No. 2, 23rd January. 


PracticE—ExtTension oF Time ror ApPEALING—SPECIAL OrRCUMSTANCE8S— 
Reversau or Deciston ny Hovuss or Lorps—R. S. O., LVIII., 15. 


In this case there were two applications by defendants for leave to appeal 
| from the decision of Kay, J., in favour of tae plaintiff, notwithstanding 
| the expiration of the year limited by the rules for so doing, the main 
| ground of the applications being that, in the case of other defeadants, the 
judgment of Kay, J. (afterwards affirmed by the Court of Appeal) had 
been since reversed by the House of Lords. The action was brought in 
| 1880 by the lay impropriator of the rectory of St. Botolph, Without 
Aldgate, against a number of defendants for an account and payment of 
tithes and other payments which were claimed to be due at the rate of 
24. 94. in the pound under the Act 37 Hen. 8, c.12. At the trial before 
Kay, J., the principal defence was the Tithe Prescription Act (2 & 3 Will. 
4, c. 100), it being admitted that no payment of the tithe of 2s. 9d. bad, so 
far as could be discovered, ever been made in respect of the properties 
occupied by the defendants. On the ground that this statute was a bar, 
the action was dismissed by Kay, J., in 1883, but his decision was, in 
January, 1885, reversed by the Court of Appeal, on the ground that the 
Tithe Prescription Act did not apply to statutory claims for tithes within 
the Cityof London. The action was remitted to Kay, J., for trial ou the 
merits, and was tried by him in 1885 He then gave judgment for the 
plaintiff, holding that the Statute of Limitations (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27) was 
not a defence to the action. From that judgment some of the defendants 
| appealed, but the Court of Appeal, in February, 1886, affirmed the 
decision. The present applicants, the defendants Lane, Neave, and Hill, 
did not then appeal. The defendants whose appeal was dismissed by the 
Court of Appeal. appealed to the House of Lords, who, in August, 1888, 
reversed the judgment of the Court of Appeal (13 App. Cas. 613), on the 
ground that there was a good defence to the action under section 1 of the 
Statute of Limitations (3 & 4 Will. 4, c.27). In the meantime the defend- 
| ants Lane, Neave, and Hill, who took no part in either appeal, had paid 
| the amount claimed against them in the action, and costs. In consequence 
| of the decision of the House of Lords, Lane and Neave applied for leave to 
|appeal from the judgment of Kay, J., notwithstanding that the 
time for appealing had long expired. The Court (Cotton 
and Bowen, LJJ.), on the 13th of ecember last (ante,° p. 107), 
granted the application, on the ground that it would not be 
consistent with justice that, as against the applicants, who stood in the 
same position as the other defendants, the plaintiff should be entitled to 
take advantage of a judgment which, according to the ruling of the 
House of Lords in the same action, was contrary to law. Leave was 
therefore given to appeal, on the terms that the applicants should pay 
the costs of their application. The court also said that, if the appeal 
should be brought, the judgment of Kay, J., would be reversed, but no 
costs would be given to the applicants either of the action or of the appeal. 
The defendant Hill then gave notice of an application for leave to appeal 
against the decision of Kay, J. The plaintiff also gave notice of motion 
that the application of Lane and Neave might be reheard, on the ground 
that by inadvertence some material facts had not been brought before the 
court on the previous occasion. The order made on the 13th of December 
had not been passed and entered. On the llth inst. the court ordered 
that the application of the defendants Lane and Neave for leave to appeal 
should be reheard, and it came on for rehearing to-day. The defendant 
Hill’s application was heard first. The new facts now stated were these :— 
After the time for appealing from the judgment of Kay, J., had expired 
the Metropolitan Railway Oo. purchased the reversion of the property of 
which Lane and Neave were tenants, and they also purchased from the 
plaintiff the tithe rent or rate to which that property was subject. In the 
year 1881 a private Act was passed, which substituted for the tithes 
arising in the parish an annual rate of £6,500, which was to be levied by 
the churchwardens or overseers, and paid to the plaintiff in lieu of the 
tithes. Difficulties afterwards arose in levying this rate, and in 1888 
another private Act was passed, by which it was provided that, for a 
period of twenty-one years from the 25th of March, 1888, the tithe owner 
should accept the sum of £5,000 per annum, on its being punctually paid, 
in satisfaction of the annual sum payable under the Act of 1881, and should 
also accept the sum of £6,000 in satisfaction of an arrear of £11,562 which 
was then due, and the tithe owner was empowered in certain events to 
levy a rate himself. 

Tue Covrr (Corron, Linpigy, and Lorgs, L.JJ.) now held that, having 
regard to the new facts, leave to appeal ought not to be given in either 
case, Corron, L.J., said that, when on the former occasion leave to 
appeal was given to Lane and Neave, the court did not know all the facts 
which they now knew. He would not say whether the court would have 
been right in giving leave, even if the facts had been such as they then 














| supposed them to be. But he was much struck with the argument of 
| Mr. Maclean, that it was of great importance that there should be an end 
; to litigation, and that this was the object of the rules which impose a 
limit of time for appeals. His lordsnip would only say that he doubted 
whether the court was right on the former occasion. But the court did 
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not then know that the property had been dealt with since the judgment 
of Kay, J. The court did not know that the Metropolitan Railway Oo. 
had bought the reversion of the property, and had also bought the tithe 
from the plaintiff, after the time for appealing had expired, and a state- 
ment had been made by the defendants that they did not intend to 
appeal. It would be wrong, when the plaintiff was no longer the owner 
of the property, to give leave to appeal. After the time for appealing 
had expired the party who had obtained a judgment in his favour had a 
vested right in it, except under very special circumstances. Without 
saying that the railway company would have any right of action against 
the plaintiff, the giving leave to appeal might lead to further litigation. 
His lordship was of opinion that leave ought not to be given, and he 
thought that, if the court had known all the facts before, the leave would 
not have been given. As to the defendant Hill, he did not appeal, 
though he knew that other defendants had done so, He deliberately 
elected not to appeal, and perhaps he was right. Ought he now to have 
leave to appeal, when the time fixed by the rules had expired? In his 
lordship’s opinion, the alteration of circumstances produced by the Act 
of 1888 was sufficien$ to prevent leave being given in his case. That 
Act was a bargain made on the footing that all the defendants 
who had not appealed would be liable to the tithe. Both the 
motions for leave to appeal must be refused, but, as the plaintiff 
might have brought the facts before the court in the first instance, 
and as the defendant Hill was induced to apply by the success 
of the other application, the refusal would be without costs. 
Linvtey, L.J., said that to some persons the present decision would 
appear harsh and unjust, but the more he looked at it the more satisfied 
he was that the decision was consistent with justice. Was it right to in- 
terfere on behalf of a defendant who had chosen not to appeal or to leave 
him in the position in which he had deliberately elected to stand? It 
was for the interest, both of the public and of litigants, that the final 
result of litigation should be known as soon as possible, and when a party 
had deliberately elected not to appeal, it ought to require a very strong 
case indeed to induce the court to give him leave to appeal after the ex- 
piration of the time limited for so doing. Though he had made these 
observations on the general principle applicable to such cases, he did not 
wish to decide the present case on that ground. Two facts he thought 
conclusive against the giving leave in this case. The Act of 1888 was 
passed on the faith that there would be no appeal by any defendants but 
those who had already appealed, and the plaintiff had sold the tithe pay- 
able in respect of the property occupied by Lane and Neave cn the faith 
that there would be no appeal by them. Lopes, L.J., concurred, adding 
that he thought the case was not distinguishable from Craig v. Phillips 
(7 Oh. D. 249).—Counset, John Henderson ; Ashton Cross; Maclean, Q.C., 
and H. B. Howard. Soutcitrors, Henderson §¢ Buckle; Rhodes § Son; 
Winter § Co. 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
BARCLAY v. OWEN—Kay, J., 21st and 22nd January. 


MortrcaGE—ADMINISTRATOR— CHosE IN AcTION—APPROPRIATION — LEGAL 
PersonaL REPRESENTATIVE—PAYMENT OF INTEREST—STATUTE OF LimiTa- 
TIONS. 


This was a foreclosure action of a mortgage made in 1836. The mort- 
gagor died intestate a month after the mortgage, leaving four next of kin 
—viz., his brother Robert Ferrior, his heir-at-law, his brother Charles 
Ferrior, who took out letters of administration to his estate, another 
brother, and a lunatic sister. The administrator paid his sister’s share 
into court; paid to bis two brothers their shares, and took receipts, and 
retained a fourth of the estate, including the mortgage, for himself. 
Interest on the mortgage was paid by the tenant for life of the equity of 
redemption to Charles, the administrator, till his death in 1863; then to 
his widow, executrix and residuary legatee under his will, till 1883, when 
she died intestate; and then to the plaintiff, her administrator and sole 
next of kin, till 1886. All the defendants admitted the payment of 
interest, but two of them now set up the defence of the Statute of Limita- 
tions, and argued that an administrator had no power to appropriate a 
chose in action ; that the mortgage was, therefore, not properly appropri- 
ated by Charles Ferrior, and did not pass under his will; that after .his 
death there was no legal personal representative of the mortgagor, and, 
consequently, that the subsequent payments of interest were not made to 
persons entitled to receive them. 

Kay, J., said that this was a dishonest attempt to apply the Statute of 
Limitations. An administrator had power to appropriate a debt in this 
way. The right of an administrator, who was also one of the next of kin, 
to appropriate part of the estate to his own share was a right entirely 
independent of the agreement of the next of kin. This right was not 
confined to chattels. The payments of interest were made to the right 
persons, and the statute did not apply. Ordinary foreclosure judgment. 
The defendants who raised the defence of the statute to pay all costs 
occasioned thereby.—CovunsgL, Renshaw, Q.0., and Ingpen; Marcy and 
J. G. Wood; V. R. Smith. Soxtcrrors, Burton, Yeates, Hart, § Burton, 
for G. § R. M. Thomas, Oarmarthen ; Prior, Church, § Adams, for J. Price, 
Haverfordwest ; Peacock ¢ Goddard, for Eaton, Evans, § Williams, Haver- 
fordwest. 


Re THE BRITISH FLAX PRODUCERS’ CO. 
January. 


CompaNy—GeENnERAL Mzstinc—PoLtt—Time FoR TAKING PoLL. 


The question in this case was, whether a poll of the shareholders had 
been validly taken or not. The articles provided that all questions at 


(LIM.)— Kay, J., 19th 


general meetings should be decided by a show of hands, unless a poll 
should be demanded, in which case such poll should be held ‘‘ at a time 
and place to be fixed by the directors within seven days fron the date of 
the meeting.’’ An extraordinary general meeting was held, a resoluticn 
for a voluntary windiug up carried, and a poll demanded. The chairmen 
thereupon announced, in ep mee of a decision to that effect privateiy 
come to by the directors, that the poll would be taken then and there, and 
this was accordingly done. 

Kay, J., said that this was a violation of the article, which obviously 
meant a poll at another time and place. They had no right to alter the 
articles in that way, and the proceedings were altogether illegal. Re 
Chillington Iron Co. (33 W. R. 442, 29 Ch. D. 159) did not apply, as there 
the time for the poll was to be fixed by the chairman.—Oounsgi, St. 
ny Clerke ; G. Henderson ; A. Young. Soxscrrors, Leader ; J. J. Winser ; 

. B. Carritt. 


Re W. B. LITTLE, HARRISON v. HARRISON—Kay, J., 18th January. 


Marrrep Woman—Restraint on AnTiIcIpaATION—PowsR oF Oovurt To 
Binp Huge Inrerest—Reveass oF Powsr or APPOINTMENT FOR Banaerit 
or Appornror—Oonverancine Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. vc. 41), 8. 39. 


A married woman, fifty-one years of age, had a life interest in person- 
alty for her separate use without power of anticipation, and a power to 
appoint the capital by deed or will among her children. In default of 
appointment the property was to be divided equally among her children. 
She had been allowed by the court to mort her life estate, notwith- 
standing the restraint on anticipation: Re Little's Will (36 Ch. D. 701). 
Her eldest son had recently attained twenty-one, and she now ~~ to 
release the power of appointment among her children, and that the share 
of her eldest son, who consented to the course suggested, should be 
handed over to her and applied in paying off the mortgage. She applied 
to the court to suspend the restraint on anticipation so as to enable her to 
carry out the scheme. 

Kay, J., said that this was a scheme to enable the tenant for life to 
obtain a partof the fund. It was said the court had no discretion, because 
the release was good if the son consented. Powers of appointment were 
intended to adapt the funds to the requirements of the family. An ap- 
pointment for the same _—_ would clearly be bad, and he therefore 
declined to exercise his discretionary power of suspending the restraint on 
anticipation.—CounsrL, Butcher. Soxictrors, Mear ¢ Fowler. 


Ex parte PERPETUAL CURATE OF BILSTON—North, J., 19th January. 


Lanps Cravusgs Oonsouipation Act, 1845, s. 69—Rarway Company—Com- 
PULSORY PurcHase oF LAND—Rk&-INVESTMENT OF PuRcHASE-MoNRBY IN 
Lanp—Costs oF RE-INVESTMENT—FUNDS ARISING FROM DirrgRENT SOURCES 
—APPORTIONMENT OF Costs. 


The question in this case was, what costs a railway company ought to 
pay upon a petition for the re-investment in land of money paid into court 

y the company under the Lands Olauses Consolidation Act for the 
purchase of land taken by them under their statutory powers, there 
being in court another fund, not paid in by the company, which it was 
proposed vo re-invest at the same time. The company had paid £500 into 
courtin respect of glebe land belonging to a perpetual curacy which they 
had taken. There was also in court another sum of £4,500, which had 
arisen from the granting, under the provisions of a private Act, of leases of 
minerals under other land belonging to the curacy. The private Act 
provided that money paid in under its provisions should be dealt with 
upon petition to the Court of Chancery. The curate had entered into two 
conditional contracts for the purchase of land as a re-investmeat, the 
respective purchase-mooeys being £2,500 and £2,275, and he presented 
the petition to obtain the sanction of the court, The petition was served 
on the railway company. There was no respondent as regarded the other 
fund. The company’s fund being under £500, if the application had 
related to that alone, it ought, according to rule 2 of order 55, to have 
been made by summons in chambers. 

Nortu, J., approved of the proposed purchases, and he said that, as to 
the costs of the petition, he must follow Ez parte The Bishop of London (2 
De G. F. & J. 14), and order the company to pay half the costs, except 
that those costs must not exceed the costs of a summons adjourned to the 
judge in chambers. The railway company’s fund must be appropriated 
to one only of the two contracts, and the company must pay a rateable 
proportion of the ad valorem stamp on the conveyance, according to the 
amounts of the two funds applied to that contract, and one-fourth of the 
other costs of re-investment under both the contracts.—Counsgi, Cosens- 
Hardy, Q.C., and H. J. Hood; Medd. Souxscrrors, Elliott ¢ Son; R. R. 
Nelson. 


Re LEVY, MYERS v. ISAACS—North, J., 19th January. 


Costs —Taxation—“‘ T'axm Fse’’—Procerpinc 1n an Action—R. 8. C., 
Appgnvix N., 


The question in this case was, whether on the taxation of the costs of 
the defcudant, who was a trustee under a will, he ought to be allowed, in 
respect of the Hilary Sittings, 1883, the ‘‘term fee’’ of 15s. prescribed 
by Appendix N. to the R. 8. C. That fee is to be paid ‘‘for every 
term commencing on the day the sittings in London and Middlesex 
of the High Court of Justice commence, and terminating on the day pre- 
ceding the next such sittings, in which a proceeding in the cause or matter 
by or affecting the party, after ap cv entered, shall take place.” The 
defendant had been directed by a previous order in the action to make 
certain periodical payments into court, out of rents and profits received 
by him, to the credit of an account called the ‘‘costs fund,” and 





| durmg the Hilary Sittings, 1883, a payment into court was made on his 
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behalf by his solicitor in pursuance of the order. No other ‘‘ proceeding” 
took place in the action during those sittings. Before making the pay- 
ment into court the colicitor hed to bespesk ard obtain directions, and he 
charged in his bi)] of costs for so doing. 

Nonrtn, J., affirming the decision of the taxing master, held that there had 
teen a ‘‘ proceeding ’’ in the action within the meaning of the rules, and 
that the ‘‘term fee’? must be allowed. [This decision appears to be in 
eccordance with that of Kindersley, V.C., in Davies v. Marshall (1 Dr. & 
Sm. 564, 567).J—Counsr1, Cozens- Hardy, QC., and P. F. Wheeler ; Everitt, 
Q.C. Soxrrcrrors, Steadman & Van Praagh; Harris. 


PHILLIPS ». KEARNEY—North, J., 18th January. 


Practice—JvupGMENT 1N Deravtt or APPEARANCE OF DEFENDANT—STATE- 
MENT OF CLaIm SERVED nUT NOT Firep—R. S. C., XIII. 12—XX. 1. 


This was a motion by the plaintiff for leave to set down the action for 
hearing on a motion for judgment in default of appearance against one 
of the defendants, who had not entered an appearance to the writ, with 
the trial of the action against the other defendants. Notice of trial had 
been ap to all the defendants except the defendant in question. The writ 
and the statement of claim bad been served on that defendant personally, 
but the statement of claim had not been filed in accordance with rule 12 of 
order 13. Bis time for delivering a defence had expired. In Renshaw v. 
Renshaw (28 W. R. 409, 24 Soxrcrrors’ Journat, 212) Jessel, M.R., held 
that, under similar circumstances, such a notice of motion might be given. 
But it was stated that, notwithstanding that decision, the registrars have 
considered that, when a statement of claim has been served personally on 
a defendant who has not appeared, judgment cannot be obtained against 
him without filing the statement of claim. 

Nortn, J., acceded to the application. He said that he should follow 
the practice established by Renshaw v. Renshaw. But, if the plaintiff 
eucceeded at the trial against the non-appearing defendant, the judg- 
ment, as against him, would be limited to the claim made by the writ.— 
Counser, Ashton Cross. Soxicitors, Speech/y, Mumford, & Co. 


Re THE QUEBRADA RAILWAY, LAND, AND COPPER CO.—North, J., 
19th January. 


Company—Repvuction or CariraL—ConrirMation ny Covrt—Discretion— 
OrprInaRY AND PREFERENCE SuHArEs—Lost CapitaL—ReEsOLvuTIon ror 
Repvuction or Orprnary SHARES ONLY—Notice TO SHAREHOLDERS—Com- 
panies Act, 1867, ss. 9, 11—Companizgs Act, 1877, s. 3. 

This was a petition by the company for the confirmation by the court 
of a sprcial resolution for the reduction of the capital by the sum of 
£80,569 paid-up capital, which had been lost. The capital consisted of 
ordinary shares of £10 each and preference shares, which were entitled to 
a preferential dividend of ten per cent., but by the existing constitution of 
the company were not entitled to any preference as regarded capital. All 
the shares had been paid up in full. The resolution provided for the 
reduction of the ordinary shares alone by the amount of the loss, which 
represented £1 per share on those shares, leaving the preference shares 
untouched. The special resolution was passed unanimously, but only a 
small number of shareholders were present at the meetings; at the first 
meeting the number represented (including proxies) being only one-third 
in value of the whole, and at the second (or confirmatory) meeting only 
one-fourth. On the hearing of the petition North, J. (ante, p. 126), 
declined to confirm the resolution, on the ground that, though the notices 
convening the meetings had accurately stated the resolution which it was 
intended to propose (and which was actually passed), they did not euffi- 
ciently direct the attention of the shareholders to the fact that the effect 
of the resolution would be to alter the existing constitution of the com- 
pany, and to throw the entire loes which had been incurred on the 
ordinary shareholders exclusively, instead of its being borne by all the 
shareholders, ordinary and preference, rateably. His lordship thought 
that it would not be fair and equitable, as between the two classes of 
shareholders, to confirm the resolution, and he ordered the petition to 
stand over generally, with liberty to amend. After this decision the com- 
pany sent a printed circular to each of the shareholders fully explaining 
the matter, and requesting them to express in writing their assent to or 
dissent from the fr gprs reduction of capital. There were 621 ordinary 
shareholders, and out of these 514, whose shares together amounted to 
£769,590 out of the total ordinary capital of £805,690, in reply to the 
circular gave their assent in writing to the resolution; 103 sent no reply ; 
and three only (holding among them 126 shares) dissented. One other, 
holding sixty-two shares, at first dissented, but afterwards withdrew his 
dissent. The petition was placed in the paper again to-day. Notice had 
been given to the dissentients, but none of them appeared in opposition. 

Nortu, J., upon this fresh evidence, confirmed the resolution. —Covnset, 
Napier Higgins, Q.C., and Stroud. Soxricrrors, H. Kimber & Co. 





Bankruptcy Cases, 
Ex parte PANNELL, Re JAMIESON—Q. B. Div., 16th January. 


Banxrvetcoy—Weppinc Presents—Ricut or Tavstezr or Hvusnanp tTo— 
Separate Estate or Wire—Bankxvurtcy Act, 1883, ss. 44, 54, 

In this cage a question arose as to the right of the trustee in bankruptcy 
of a husband to claim wedding presents which had been given to the wife. 
In June, 1882, in contemplation of the marriage, a settlement was made, 
by which the wife became entitled to £1,000 a year for her separate use, 
and it was also covenanted (inter alia) that if at any time during the 
intended coverture the wife, or the husband in her right, should, by gift, 





will, settlement, succession, transmission, or otherwise, become beneficially 
interested in or entitled to any leasehold tenements or other personal 
estate (except plate, trinkets, furniture, and jewels, which should be con- 
sidered as property settled to the separate use of the wife, and over which 
she should have an absolute power of disposition), such personal estate 
should come into settlement. After the marriage certain furniture was 
bought by the wife and paid for out of her money, but on the subsequent 
bankruptcy of the husband the trustee claimed this furniture, and aleo 
the presents made to the wife before or on occasion of her marriage. 

Oave, J., refused the application on both points. His lordship said 
that, as to the furniture, he could not entertain any doubt that it was 
bought out of money which was the separate property of the wife, and in 
the absence of any evidence to shew that she intended to make a present 
of the money or the furniture to the husband the furniture belonged to 
the wife. As to the presents, different considerations applied. With 
regard to those presents made on the marriage it would seem always to be 
a question of intention, and if it could be shewn that any of the articles 
were given to the husband so as to be liable for his debts the trustee 
would be entitled to them. But there was no proof of that whatever here. 
The presents were given to the wife in contemplation of the marriage, 
and that made them the separate property of the wife. Further, both 
those presents and also those given before marriage came within the 
clause of the settlement, which ran, that “if at any time or times during 
the said intended coverture the said E. §., or R. J. in her right, shall, by 
gift, will, settlement, succession, transmission, or otherwise, become bene- 
ficially interested in or entitled to any leasehold tenements or other per- 
onal estate {except plate, trinkets, furniture, and jewels, which shall be 
considered as property settled to the separate use of the said E. 8., and 
over which she shall have an absolute power of disposition), such pro- 
perty should come into settlement.’’ Those words included those things 
which were gifts to the wife before marriage, and also were sufficient 
to cover the gifts given to her on her marriage. It was contended that 
the words only applied to property which would be acquired by the modes 
mentioned at some future time, and therefore only applied to things 
acquired after the date of the marriage. But if that were so, plate, 
trinkets, furniture, and jewels which the wife had got at the time would 
become the husband’s, but things which she might get afterwards would 
be her separate property. The intention was that the plate, trinkets, 
furniture, and jewels which she had should remain her property.— 
Counsel, Cooper- Willis, Q.C.; Yate Lee. Soxicrrors, £. Lee; Hunter § 
Haynes. 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


HUNT v. FINEBERG AND OTHERS—C. A. No. 1, 17th January. 


Practice—ActTion—Cuanog or SormiroR—CHANGE ON THE REcoRD— 
Notick To THE AssociaTEs’ DEPARTMENT OF THE CENTRAL OFFICE— 
R. 8. ©., VIL, 8. 

Action for infringement of the copyright in a song. When the case 
came on for trial before Huddleston, B., and a jury in Middlesex, the 
name of the solicitor on the record for the plaintiff was Grayston, who 
had been a few months before suspended from practice for two years. It 
was stated by counsel for the plaintiff that the solicitor had been 
changed, and a new one sapenitel, but it appeared that notice of the 
change had not been filed at the Agsociates’ Department of the Central 
Office, where the record was kept. The learned judge thereupon dis- 
missed the action, and entered judgment for the defendants on the 
ground that the plaintiff did not legally appear. The plaintiff applied to 
the Divisional Court to re-instate the csse in the list upon an affidavit 
stating that the solicitor had been changed before the trial and a new one 
appointed who was acting for him at the trial, and that notice of the 
change had been served upon the defendants and filed in the Writ 
Department of the Central Office as required by ord. 7, r. 3. The 
Divisional Court (Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Manisty, J.) ordered the case 
to be restored to the list for trial upon the plaintiff paying all the costs 
thrown away. The plaintiff appealed in person, and contended that he 
was entitled to have the case re-instated without terms, as everything 
required by ord. 7, r. 3, upon a change of solicitors had been done. 

Tye Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. Lord Esner, M.R., said that the new solicitor had done all 
that was required by ord. 7, r. 3, but he had not given notice at the 
Associates’ Office of the change so as to have the Nist Prius record altered. 
The solicitor was effectively changed. It was, however, the new solicitor’s 
duty to do something more, a duty arising from the general duty of a 
solicitor to his client to see that every step was taken necessary for the 
effective trial of the cause. Before the rules there was a weil-known 
practice to give notice of the change at the Associates’ Office, so that the 
name of the solicitor on the record might be altered. The same practice 
existed since the rules. The object was to inform the judge of the name 
of the :olicitor responsible for the proper conduct of the cause. Ord. 7, r. 
3, was made solely with the object of getting rid of the necessity for an 
order at chambers to change solicitors, and did not affect any step to be 
taken after the change had been made. One thing necessary to be done 
after the change, in order to have the cause effectively tried, was to give 
notice of the change at the Associates’ Office, so as to have the name of 
the new solicitor placed on the record. As that was not done, Huddle- 
ston, B., had jurisdiction to strike out the case. Whether, upon the 
materials before him, he was right in entering judgment for the defen- 
dants it was unnecessary to determine. The Divisional Court were right 
in re-instating the case, as there had been a mere slip on the part of the 
solicitor, and as the rest of their order dealt with costs, this court could 
not interfere with it. Bowzn, L.J., concurred. Fry, L.J., said that a 
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solicitor was an officer of the court, and the judge ought to have on the 
record the name of an officer of the court who should be responsible to 
him for the conduct of the cause. It was the duty of the new solicitor to 
do everything necessary to give the judge notice of the change.—CounseL 
roR THE Derenpants, R. A. McCall and H. Jacobs. Soxicrrors FOR THE 
DerenDants, J. ¢ W. Maude ; Kaye & Guedalla. 


Re MARSDEN’S ESTATE, WITHINGTON ». NEUMANN—Chitty, J., 
18th January. 


Costs —ADMINISTRATION Action—IntErgst on Costs—1 & 2 Vict c. 110— 
R.S. 0., XUL., 3, and XLII., 16—Soxrcrrors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, 
GENERAL ORDER, CLAUSE 7. 


This was an administration action, in which an order had been made 
on further consideration directing taxation of costs of all parties, and pay- 
ment thereof by the executors and trustees of the wil], and, subject to 
such payment, transfer of the trust fund to the persons beneficially en- 
titled. Delay having arisen in payment of the costs, the question was 
raised whether interest was payable thereon. It appeared that some of 
the shares had been transferred. 

Currry, J., said that there was no right to interest. Although by 1 & 2 
Vict. c. 110, and R.8.C., ord. 41, r. 3, and ord. 42, tr. 16, in an ordinary 
action a solicitor was entitled to interest on costs from the date of the 
judgment, there was no such rule when the costs were made payable out 
of a particular fund which was directed to be distributed, po where the 
order contained no special direction for payment of interest. The Solici- 
tors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, General Order, clause 7, had no application. 
Under that rule there must be a demand and default, and in that aspect 
of the case the beneficiaries would not be liable to have their shares 
dimivished by payment of interest, but the trustees would be personally 
liable. Moreover, the rule was only applicable to non-contentious busi- 
ness. The trustees had partially divided the fund. If he ordered them 
to pay interest out of the funds not divided an injustice would be done.— 
CounssL, Macaskie and W. Warlters Horne. Soricitors, Nicholson § Graham, 
for Withington, Petty, § Boutflower, Manchester; Pollock ¢ Co. 


SOLICITOR ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 


January 21.—Txomas Brerr Ounester (Shepherd’s-bush). [Unless 
within a month he, on application to the court, shews cause to the 
contrary. | 





*," Re the Newcastle Machinists’ Oo. (Limited).—-The last line of the report 
of this case (ante, p. 140) is inaccurate. His lordship did not direct that 
the order then made should be advertised, but that the amended winding- 
up order should be advertised. The order actually made provides that 
‘*the order as amended be advertised in the London Gazette within twelve 
days from the date of this order.”’ 





LAW SOCIETIES. 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


January 14.—At the meeting on this day Mr. Gilbert moved: ‘‘ That 
novel reading is an essential element in the attainment of the best cul- 
ture.’ The following spoke—for the motion: Messrs. Lee, Nash, 
C. Eiloart, Kains-Jackeon, Oliver, and Le Maistre; inst: Messrs. 
Francis, Clifton, Lazurus, Yates, and Common. The motion was lost by 
four votes. 

January 17.—An informal dinner, followed by a very successful smoking 
concert, was held at the Courts Restaurant. Mr. F. Lockwood, Q.0., 
M.P., kindly took the chair. An admirably varied programme of musical 
selections, songs, and recitations had been prepared, not the least 
effective of which was a humorous recitation by the chairman of the 
evening. 

toon 21.—Mr. M. R. Aiyangar moved: “ That section 2 of the In- 
fants’ Relief Act, 1874, does govern the case of a covenant in a marriage 
settlement by the wife for the settlement of her after-acquired property, 
she being an infant at the time she entered into it.”” The following spoke 
—for the motion: Mr. Green; against: Messrs. McMillan and Edmonds. 
The motion was lost by the casting vote of the chairman. Mr. Common 
then moved: ‘‘That magistrates who preside over the trial of prisoners 
at quarter sessions should be selected from the a rofession, and 
should be paid for their services.’’ The following a e—for the motion : 
Messrs. Williams, Le Maistre, Francis, Chapple, McMillan, and Marcus ; 
against: Mr. Sherrington, who opposed the latter part of the motion. 
The motion was put to the house in two parts. Both were carried—the 
first nem. con., the second with two dissentients. 











Lord Justice Fry delivered a lecture on Saturday evening at Toynbee- 
hall, Whitechapel, on ‘‘ the Saxon Chronicle.” 


The Indian Daily News says that at Lord Lansdowne’s first levee at 
Government House, Calcutta, the Calcutta judges were not agreed as to 
the robes they should wear. It appears that Sir Comer Petheram, the 
Chief Justice, called a meeting of the judges to impress on them the 
dignity of the black gown; but they, according toa ruling of Sir Barnes 
Peacock, preferred to appear in scarlet. Sir Comer stuck to his black. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE JANUARY FINAL, 


If candidates had themselves drafted the questions set in Common Law 
and Bankruptcy they could not bave been better satisfied than the 
majority were on Wednesday morning. The questions in practice were 
easy, and are to be found in all the students’ manuals dealing with this 
branch of the subject, while in substantive law such well-known leading 
cases as Goss v. Nugent and Hochster v. De la Tour (with notes) must have 
been familiar to most sper The remaining papers in the additional 
subjects were also fairly easy. The questions proposed in Probate are to 
be found in the first twenty pages of an elementary work on the subject ; 
in Divorce the recent case of Fie/d v. Field (ante, p. 91)was asked; while in 
Admiralty a careful study of The Victoria explanatory of section 54 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1862, would have amply repaid any time spent 
on it. In Criminal Law the definitions were easy, and the question 
involving maximum punishments for various crimes was not so hard as 
usual, as the offences selected have striking punishments affixed. Section 
8 of the Law of Libel Amendment Act, 1888 (one of the statutes analyzed 
in our issue of January 12th) received the examiners’ attention. This is 
rather sharp work, and proves that candidates for the Final are supposed 
to be well posted in recent legislation. 





THE INTERMEDIATE, 


The thirty questions at the Intermediate were a good example of what 
ought to be required of a law student at this stage of his articles—fair, 
and satisfactorily gauging his knowledge of modern law. Matters of 
merely antiquarian interest are carefully avoided. 5 ee the questions 
are taken from the portions of the work which should be known and 
examined upon, we think it a misfortune that a work should be prescribed 
which is so overladen with obsolete law, and which goes into the historical 
side so deeply. The questions were short, and no excuse can be raised by 
any candidate that from their form he failed to understand what was 
meant. ‘‘ Mention the four a of gavelkind tenure,’’ ‘“‘ Explain 
and give an cxample of a shifting use,’’ ‘‘ What covenants are implied 
when & person conveys as ‘trustee,’’”’ &c., are fair specimens from Head I, 
The other heads were very similar, — a question involving as long an 
answer as any was question 15, which required the essential particulars 
of a trade-mark for the purpose of registration under the Patents, 
Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY 
IN THE YEAR 18838, 


Specrat Prizes Oren To ALL CANDIDATES. 


Scott Scholarship.—Charles Peard Olarke being, in the opinion of the 
conncil, the candidate best acquainted with the Theory, Principles, and 
Practice of Law, they have awarded to him the scholarship founded by 
Mr. John Scott, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Mr. Clarke served his clerkship 
with Mr. Paul Octavius Haythorne Reed, of Bridgwater, and Messrs. 
Reed & Reed, of London, and obtained the Clement’s-inn and Daniel 
Reardon Prizes at the Honours Examination held in June, 1888. 

Broderip Prize.—Percy Lionel Aylen having shewn himself best 
acquainted with the Law of Real Property and the Practice of Oonvey- 
avcing, having otherwise passed a satisfactory examination, and attained 
honorary distinction, the council have also awarded to him the prize, 
consisting of a gold medal, founded by Mr. Francis Broderip, of Lincoln’s- 
inn. Mr. Aylen served his clerkship with Mr. Charles Burgin, of London, 
and was placed in the second class at the Honours Examitation held in 
June, 1888, 

Locat Parizgs. 

Timpron Martin Prize for Oandidates from Liverpool.—Hadden Todd 
having, from among the candidates from Liverpool, passed the best 
examination, and attained honorary distinction, the council have awarded 
to him the prize, consisting of a gold medal, founded by Mr. Timpron 
Martin, of Liverpool. Mr. Todd served his clerkship with Mr. James 
Banner Newton, of the firm of Messrs. Laces, Bird, Newton, & Richardson, 
of Liverpool, and Messrs. Sharpe, Parkers, Pritchard, & Sharpe, of 
London, and obtained the Clifford’s-inn prize at the Honours Examination 
held in November, 1888. 

Atkinson Prize for Candidates from Liverpool or Preston.—Percy Meliss 
Smyth having, from among the candidates from Liverpool or Preston, 
shewn himself best acquainted with the Law of Real Property and the 
Practice of Conveyancing, having otherwise passed a satisfactory examina- 
tion, and attained honorary distinction, the council have awarded to him 
the prize, consisting of a gold medal, founded by Mr. John Atkinson, of 
Liverpool. Mr. Smyth served his clerkship with Mr. mes Simpson, 
of the firm of Messrs. Simpson & North, of Liverpool, and Messrs. Wynne, 
Holme, & Wynne, of London, andobtained the Law Society’s prize at the 
Honours Examination held in April, 18838. 

Birmingham Law Society’s Prize for Candidates from Birmingham.— 
The Examiners reported that there was no one qualified to take this prize. 

Stephen Heelis Prize for Candidates from Manchester or Salford.— 
Robert Hall having, from among the candidates from Manchester or 
Salford, passed the best examination, and attained honorary distiaction, 
the council have awarded to him the prize, consisting of a gold medal, 
founded in memery of the late Mr. Stephen Heelis, of Manchester. Mr. 
Hall served his clerkship with Mr. Herbert Garnett Janion, of Manchester, 
and Messrs. Barr, Cotton, & Barr, of London, and was placed in the 
second class at the Honours Examination held in June, 1888. 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY, 


Mr. Wrixram Joun Hickman, solicitor and notary, of Southampton, died 
on the 4th inst. Mr. Hickman was the son of Mr. William Hickman, 
solicitor, of Southampton, and was born in 1849. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1870, having served his articles with his father, with whom he 
was Jor many years in partnership. More recently he was associated with 
his younger brother, Mr. Humphrey John Hickman. He was a notary 
ge and a perpetual commiesioner for Hampshire and Southampton, and 

e had a good private practice. He had been for several years solicitor to 
the Southampton School Board, and he had served the office of under- 
shenff of Southampton. Mr. Hickman leaves a widow and a young 
family. He was buried at the Southampton Cemetery on the 9th inst. 


Mr. Bromriztp Burnett, solicitor, of 10, Fenchurch-buildings, died at 
his residence, 21, Linden-gardens, Bayswater, on the 13th inst., in his 
seventy-seventh year. Mr. Burnell was born in 1811. He was articled to 
the late Mr. Beck, the clerk to the Ironmongers’ Company. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1835, and he had practised for about thirty-three 

ears in the City of London. He had a large private practice, and he had 
m for many years clerk to the licensing justices for the Tower division 
of Middlesex. Mr. Burnell had been long connected with the Corporation 
of London. In 1852 he was elected a common councilman for Aldgate 
Ward. ‘Ten years later Alderman Sir Andrew Lusk appointed him 
deputy for that ward, and he occupied that position until his death. He 
was for mapy years chairman of the Tithes Committee of the Common 
Council, and he had served on several commissions to inquire into the 
removal of city churches. Mr. Burnell was married to a daughter of the 
late Sir Benjamin Pine. His only son, Mr. Henry Blomfield Burnell, was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in May, 1879, and practises in the 
Chancery Division. 


Mr. Wiii1am Nornris Nicuotson, Master in Lunacy, died at his resi- 
dence, 43, Phillimore-gardens, Kensington, on the 17th inst, in his 
seventy-fourth year. Mr. Nicholson was the eldest son of Mr. Isaac 
Nicholson, of Clapham, and was born in 1815. He was educated at 
Trinity College, Cambridge, where he uated as a senior optime in 
1838. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1841, 
and he formerly practised in the Chancery Division. He was a Visitor of 
Chancery Lunatics from 1862 till 1878, when he was appointed a Master 
in Lunacy. Mr. Nicholson was married in 1856 to the daughter of Mr. 
James Daniel, of Ramsgate. 





APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. Francis Cuares Gore, barrister, has been appointed a Commis- 
sioner for the trial of Municipal Election Petitions. Mr. Gore is the son of 
the Hon. Charles Alexander Gore, formerly a Commissioner of Woods and 
Forests, and was born in 1846. He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Easter Term, 1870, and he is a member of the South-Eastern 
Circuit. He is junior counsel to the Attorney-General in proceedings 
under the Legitimacy Declaration Act. 


Mr. Joun Forzes, Q.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for the 
trial of Municipal Election Petitions. Mr. Forbes is the third son of Mr. 
James Forbes, of Aberdeen, and was born in 1838. He was educated at 
the University of Aberde:n, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
in Trinity Term, 1862, when he obtained an open studentship. Mr. 
Forbes is attorney-general of the County Palatine of Durham, recorder 
of Hull, and a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. 


Mr. Cuanizs Suitx Maces, barrister, has been appointed Registrar of 
the Diocese of Peterborough, in succession to Mr. Henry Pearson Gates, 
resigned. Mr. Magee is the son of the Right Rev. William Connor 
Magee, D.D., Bishop of Peterborough, and was born in 1861. He was 
educated at Exeter College, Oxford, and he was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in July, 1876. 


Mr. Henry Wriiuiam Garzs, solicitor, of Peterborough, has been 
ge Diocesan Secretary to the Bishop of Peterborough. Mr. H. W. 

ites is deputy-registrar of the Diocese of Peterborough. He was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1877. 


Mr. James Porrsr, solicitor, of Derby and Matlock, has been ap- 

ited Steward of the Manor of Matlock. Mr. Potter was recently 

appointed clerk to the county magistrates at Matlock. He was admitted 
a solicitor in 1870. 


Mr. Wriu1aMs Harprr, solicitor (of the firm of Williams, Harper & Oo.), 
of Liverpool, has been appointed Clerk to the Neston and Parkgate Local 
Board. Mr. Harper was admitted a solicitor in 1867. He is also clerk to 
the Lower Bebington Local Board. 


Mr. Wriuiam Gerorcze Nezgp, solicitor, of Uttoxeter, has been 
a Deputy-Superintendent-Registrar of Births, Deaths, and 
5 — for the Uttoxeter district. . Need was admitted a solicitor 


Mr. James Ciarxson, solicitor, of Halifax, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Joun Nanson, solicitor and notary, of Oarlisle, has been appointed 
Consulting Solicitor to the Corporation of Carlisle. Mr. Nanson was 
=i many years town clerk of Carlisle. He was admitted a solicitor in 





Mr. Atrrep Henry Co.iinewoop, solicitor, has been appointed Town 
Clerk of the City of Carlisle, in succession to Mr. John Nanson, resigned. 
Mr. Collingwood was admitted a solicitor in 1881. He has been for 
several years deputy town clerk of Cardiff. 


Mr. Cuartzes Henry Cow risuaw, solicitor, of Uttoxeter, has been 
appointed Superintendent-Registrar of Births, Deaths, and Marriages 
for the Uttoxeter district, in succession to the late Mr. George Cooper. 
Mr. Cowlishaw was admitted a solicitor in 1884. 





LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL, 


The following members of the legal profession have been elected mem- 
bers of the County Council for London :— 


BARRISTERS. 


Bethnal Green, North-East—James Fenning Torr. 
Fulham—Robert Arthur Germaine. 
Hampstead—John Samuel Fletcher. 
Islington, North—William Ebenezer Grigsby, LL.D. 
Kensington, North—John Llovd. 
Lewisham—William George Lemon. 
Newington, West—Albert Bassett Hopkins. 
Paddington, South—Thomas George Fardell. 
St. George, Hanover-sauare— Charles Edward Howard Vincent, M.P. 
St. Pancras, West—Herbert Henry Rapbael. 
Shoreditch, Haggerston—Joseph Bothamle7 Firth, M.P. ; Lord Monkswell. 
Tower Hamlets, St. George’s—Philip Meadows Martineau. 
se Stepney—Benjamin Francis Conn Costelloe. 
Wandsworth—Willoughby Hyett Dickinson. 
Woolwich—James Alexander Rentoul, LL.D. 


SoxiciTors. 


Bethnal Green, South-West—Charles Harrison. 
Greenwich—Richard Stephens Jackson. 
Paddington, North—Richard Melvill Beachcroft. 
Woolwich—Edwin Hughes, M.P. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DIssoLuTion. 


Rupgrt Srantey Bremner & Tuomas Ropert Penninaton, solicitors, 
Liverpool (Bremner, Son, & Pennington). Dec 31. 

Davin Extas Davizs & Epmunp Herng, solicitors, Cardiff (Davies & 
Herne). Dec. 31. [Gazette, Jan. 18. 


We are informed that the i rong of Messrs. Thomson & Ward, 
solicitors, of 32, Nicholas-lane, London, has, owing to the serious condition 
of Mr. Thomson's health, been dissolved. Mr. Ward will continue the 
practice in conjunction with Mr. Walter Perks and Mr. William McKay, 
under the style of Ward, Perks, & McKay. 





GENERAL, 


It is stated to be improbable that the vacancy at the Board of Inland 
Revenue, caused by the death of Major Keith Falconer, will be filled up at 
present, and that the question of the amalgamation of the Customs and 
Inland Revenue cae pear is now under the consideration of the Royal 
Commission on Civil Establishments. 


Mr. James Payn, quoted in an American legal journal, says :—‘‘ The 
benefit of this malady of deafness has never been so admirably illustrated 
as in the case of a man who was convicted of murder, and declined to hear 
a word of what he must have felt to have been a disagreeable communica- 
tion, because he had seen the judge put on the black cap. ‘ You are found 
guilty,’ bawled the clerk of the court. ‘What?’ replied the prisoner. 
* You're condemned to be hanged,’ cried the other, in still louder tones. 
‘I can’t hear a word you say, my good man,’ was the unimpassioned re- 
joinder. So it had to be written down. If the poor fellow, as well as 
being deaf, had never learned to read, he would have been in an unassail- 
able position indeed.” 


At the meeting of the Court of Common Council, on the 18th inat., is 
reply to Mr. W. J. Fraser, the Remembrancer (Mr. Goldney) said the 
County Electors Act, 1888, was passed without much discussion early in 
the session to prepare the way for the Local Government Bill, and, taken 
by itself, entitled a county voter to be on the register for so many 
electoral divisions in that county as he had qualifications for, in the same 
way as for county Parliamentary elections. That particular matter having 
been settled by that Act, it was not dealt with or discussed in the passing 
of the Local Government Act throug’ Parliament, and it was only by the 
indiscriminate incorporation of the whole of Part. III. of the Municipal 
Corporations Act, 1882, that the position established by the County 
Electors Act was affected. It was so generally assumed that that incor- 

ration did not diminish the rights already granted under the County 

lectors Act that the point was never commeek or discussed atall. If it 
had been, one of the most serious debates on the whole Bill would un- 
doubtedly have arieen upon the point. The vote was undoubtedly in 


respect of a qualifying hereditament, and not a personal privilege. On 
the motion of Mr. W. J. Fraser, it was resolved to submit a case to the 
Attorney-General on the matter. 
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COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 








RoTa OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date APPEAL - aed Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
— No. Kay. CuITry. 
Monday, i ceveiiiiconnnn = Mr. Ward Mr. Carrington Mr. Clowes 
Tuesday ....... 29 Pemberton Jackson Koe 
Wednesday ... Ward Carrington Clowes 
Thursdav........ Pemberton Jackson Koe 
Friday, Feb.. Ward Carrington Clowes 
NS EEE Pemberton Jackson Koe 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NORTH. STIRLING. KEKEWICH. 
Monday, Jan.......00.+.... 28 Mr. Leach Mr. Godfrey Mr. Lavie 
Tuesday ........ 29 Beal Rolt Pugh 
Wednesday. ae Leach Godfrey Lavie 
Thursday ....... ea we Beal Rolt Pugh 
friday, Feb... ao Leach Godfrey Lavie 
Saturday ..........00008 saliva 2 Beal Rolt Pugh 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


Breck Gas ENGINE Co., LIMITED.—Petn for winding u =p possented, Jan 9, directed 
to be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, Jan 26, rgrove & Co., Victoria st, 
Westminster, solors for petner 

GROSVENOR Datry Co., LimiTep.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Arthur George Klugh, 3, Newgate st. Wednesday, March 13, at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the said ¢ ‘@bts and claims 

STaFForD & Guy, LIMITED.—Stirling, J., has fixed Fiiday, Feb 1, at 12, at his 
chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
InIsH EXHIBITION IN LONDON —Stirling, J., has fixed Wednesday, Jan 30, at 12, 
at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 


CoUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
IRON SAILING SHIPOWNERS’ UNDERWRITING ASSOCIATION, LIMITED.—Petn for 
winding up, presented Jan 16, directe 1 to be heard at the Assize Courts, Man- 
chester, on Monday, Jan 28, Lightbound, Liverpool, solor for petner 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Court LITTLE JoHuN, Ancient Order of Foresters, Greets Green and Wednesbury 
District, Bull's Head, Groat st, Greets Green, West Bromwich, Stafford Dec 18 
a LobGE, Ancient Order of Druids, Masons’ Arms Hotei, Queen st, 
Cardiff an 14 
YOXALL AMICABLE Society, Boys’ School, Yoxall, Stafford. Jan 15 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


BRITISH Fish CutTuRE Society, LIMITED.—By an order made by Chitty, J., 
dated Jan 12, it was ordered that the society be wound up. Abrahams & Co 
Old Jewry, solors for petner 

‘*CARINA” OPERA SYNDICATE, LimttED.—Chitty, J., has, by an order dated Jan 
10, Sore Frederick Talbot Uole, 191, Fleet st, "to be — liquidator 

DALE & PLANT, LIMITED.—By an order made by Kay, J Jan 12, it was 
pow bonds that the voluntary winding u up be continued. ‘nee & Co., John st, 
Bedford row, agents for Reece & Co., Birmingham, solors for petner 

HaRRAGE Hatt LapIiEs’ COLLEGE Co, *Lurrep.—Petn for winding up, presented 
Jan 21, directed to be heard before North, J.,on Feb 2. Andrew & Co., Great 
James st, Bedford row, solors for petner 

IN: ERNATIONAL INVESTMENT AND GENERAL AGENCY, LIMITED.—Creditors are 
required, on or before March 9, te send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Lee Nichols, 1, Queen Victoria 
st. Friday, March 22, at 1, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims 

MissourI EsTaTés RAILway AND [Ron Co., LimiTED.—Stirling, J., Xd fixed 
Friaay, Feb 1, at 12, at his chambers, for the a of a quidato 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL HALL Co., LIMITED.—By = order mate North, J., 
dated Jan 12, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Field & Co., 
Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for petner 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-‘LYNE MACHINIsTs’ Co., LimiTED.—Kay, J., has fixed Jan 25, at 
12, at bis chambers, for the appointment of an official qui tor 


0.5 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 15. 
Comm, com CHARLES, Rood lane. aeons. Feb 11. Solomon v Pringuer, 
y,J. Carr & Son, Rood la 
ae... 0 oun, Blomfield rd, Maida v ale, Gent. Feb 14. Jacobi v Green, Chitty, 
J. Jukes, Chapel walks, Preston 
WOOLLEY, JOHN, Hargrave —" Farmer. Feb 12. 
Stirling, J. Churton, Ches' 
London atisndianee Jan. 18, 
GILL, FRANCIS TURNER, Bracknell, Berks, Clerk in Holy Orders. Burgess v Gill, 
North, J. Cave, Bracknell 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 22 
CARTER, JOHN, Beal, Northumberland. March 1. Carter v Carter, North, J. 
eatherhead, Berwick on Tweed 
FincH, WILLIAM, Bridge rd, Battersea, Baker, Feb 22. Burridge v Finch, 
stirling, J. Gordon, Lincoln’sinn fields 


Carter v Woolley, 











Pratt, Epwarp, Upperton, Titagten, Benen, Yeoman. Feb 18. Pratt v 
Burgess, Chitty, J. Hill, Chancery 

SARGEAUNT, Sir WILLIAM CHARLES, on “G., Mildenhall, Suffolk. Feb 23. 
Sargeaunt v Sargeaunt, North, J. Ommaney, 4, Gt Winchester st 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRripayY, Jan. 11. 
Baker, HENRY, Derby, Gent. Jan 25. Moody & Woolley, Derby 
Bancisy, yours. OChelford rd, Madclesfield. March 8. Barclay & Taylor, 


acciesie. 
BarkKep, FANNY STEELE, Warwick rd, Ipswich. Feb12. Pollard, Ipswich 
Brown, ANN, Stoke upon Trent. Marchi. Fifield Holtom, Stoke upon Trent 
Brown, JOHN, Bury New rd, wgticher semen, Salford, Timber Merchant. 
arch 5. Law & Ward, Manchester 
BuLLERS, Ika, Nottingham, Licensed Victuallers. Febi12. Day, Nottingham 
Burcess, JOHN, High st, Whitechapel, Licensed Victualler Feb 28. Peckham & 
Co, octor’s common 
FENTON, ALFRED Au0e Cannon st, Manchester, Property Agent. March 2, 
Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 


FortTuns, EvIzabBEtHa, Portrack, Stockton on Tees, March 16. Hunton & Bolsover, 
Stockton on Tees 


GALL, SAMUBL, M.A., Boscobel grdns, Regent’s pk, Clerk in Holy Orders. Feb 20. 
Spencer, ‘Moorgate st 


GaLLowayY, ELIzaBETH, Hunslet, Leeds. Feb 4. Tempest, Leeds 
GLovsR, JoserH, Shipley, York, Gent. Feb 15. Jessop, Bradford 
Hart, THomas, Castle Church, Stafford. Febi6é, Greatrex, Stafford 


Hagvey, Jos, Lower — a oma Talbenny, Pembroke. Feb 28. Evans & 
Williams, Haverfordw 

Hitwise, Jou“n, Christian Malford, Wilts. Marchi. Awdry, Chippenham 

Hueuss, Hues, Glynpadarn, Aberystwith, Gent. Feb 2. Hughes, Aberystwyth 

LUTTRELL, ALEXANDER FowNneEs, East Quantoxhead, Somerset, Clerk in Holy 
Orders. Feb9. Poole & Son, Bridgwater 

PAREER, Sakau, Bromley st, Stepney. Marchi. Ashbridge, Whitechapel rd 


PLaTTs, Wsragamt Coventry rd, Birmingham, Gent. March 8& Horton & Co, 


Birmingham 
POWER, Dawist, Colyton, Devon, Builder. Feb 20, Every, Honiton 
SEATHARD, WILLIAM, Libra rd, Old Ford, Butcher. Feb 9. Stones & Co, Fins- 


jury circus 
SHoRE, WILLIAM, Cadeleigh, Devon, Farmer. Jan 2. Friend & Beal, Exeter 
SMITH, SAMUBL, Boscombe, Soumeneuth. ha Gun Barrel Manufacturer. 
Feb 28. Canning & Canning, B 


; mingham 
SMITH, mana H HARRISON, St Boteiph’s Green, Lincoln. March?7. Danby & Son, 
1NCOlr 


Sturpy, THomas, Stockton on the Forest, York. Feb 22. Ware & Son, York 
SWINDELLS, W: Woodford, Chester, Silk Manufacturer. March 8. Bar- 
clay & Taylor, Macclesfield 
ee NATHANIEL, [redegarville, Cardiff, Minister. Jan 31. Morgan & Scott, 
Jay 


r 
WARREN, pax, Brampton, Huntingdon. Feb 11. Hunnybun & Sons, Hun- 
tingdon 


London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Jan, 15. 
BaILey, PrPER, Heaton Messey. nr Manchester, Brick Manufacturer. March 1, 
Chapman, Roberts, & «, Manchester 


BEETON, GORGE, Princes’ mews, South Kensington, Coachman. Feb 2. 
Pollard. Coleman street 


Bucxton, THomas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant. Feb 6. Freer, Buckton, 
21, Parliament street, Hull 


Cooxaares, RICHARD, Cornwall gardens, South Kensi' m,Surgeon. Feb. 22. 
Parker, Garrett, & Parker, St. Michael’s alley, Corn’ 


Comsagees, oe JoHN, Hole-ith-wall, Blackburn, Gent. Feb. 28. Needham, 


CONNELL, HELEN, Albert st, Grosvenor gdns. Feb 16. Paterson & Sons, 
Bouverie st, Fleet st 


DARLING, WILLIAM, Starbeck, York, Gent. Feb 26. Burton & Eking, Notting- 


ham 
DENNIS, GEORGE, York, Wholesale Druggist. Marchi. Ware & Son, York 


<< MatitpA, Hellidon, Northampton, March25. Burton & Willoughby, 
aven 


EDWARDS, Wauzax, Glanyrafon, Flint. Feb5. Roberts, Mold 

Ezy, Tuomas, Sible Hedingham, Essex, Miller. Feb2i1. Holmes, Bocking 
Fawcett, RICHARD, Ilkley, York, Gent. Jan2i. Fawcett & Co, Otley 

FentemM, THoMAS, Eyam, Derby. Feb1é6. Bagshawe & Hall, Sheffield 
HAMMOND, JOSEPH, Shipley, York, Gent. Jan 20. Fawcett & Co, Shipley 
HAkgRIsSON, JOHN, Church Fenton, York, Farmer. Marchi. Ware & Son, York 
LasBuRY, OLIVE, Bristol, Gent. March 25. Wise, Bristol 

Lawton, WILLIAM, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Gent. March 1. Smith, Stockport 


JaMeEs, Daventry, Northampton, Yeoman. Marchi. Burton & Wil- 
loughby, Daventry 


McLEop, Jacos, Wigan, Butcher. Jan 3i. Wilson, Wigan 
Mennepe, GrEorGE Watson, Monkwearmouth, Sunderland, Painter. March 1. 


Wright, Sunderland 
MOSELY, SIMEON, on Hull, Dentist. Feb 12. Chambers, Chancery lane 


PrcxiTt, RoBERT, Kingston on Hull, Gent. Marchi, Park & Son, Hull 
Pusey, Beansere, Mount Barrow, nr Ulverston, Lancs. Feb 10. Atkinson, 
verston 


Penny, WILLIAM CooPER, Mountbarrow, nr Ulverston, Lancs, Yeoman. Feb 10. 
Atkinson, Ulverston 

PuiLpot, ANN La ay na Barrow on Humber, Lincoln. Feb15. Taylor, Stone 
bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

a Lt —_« Greenwich. Feb. 13. Howard & Shelton, 

om, a RICHARD SALISBURY, Portishead, Somerset. Feb 19. Brittain 


tol 
STEED, OLIVER, Baldock, Hertford, Brewer. Febi. Hawkins & Uo, Hitchin 


SuTTON, CHARLOTTE by ee Brant Broughton Rectory, Lincoln. Feb. 26. 
, Jackson & Essex st 


Young, 
WALLs, ANTHONY, Edington Burtle, Somerset, Yeoman. Feb 9. Brice, Burn- 
merse 
Wane MARTHA, Fountain rd, Kingston upon Hull, Feb 21. Thorney & Son, 
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Warp, WrrLuaMm, Cambridge, Shoemaker. Feb 11. Ellison & Burrows, Cam- 


Ze 
WESTNAGE, Percy WHITAKER, Great Portiand st, Stationer. Feb10. Harman, 
Great Portland st 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan, 18. 
BEnzIE, Simpson, Tonbridge, Kent, Gent. Feb 16. Alleyne & Walker, Tonbridge 
Brrry, LAVINIA Maris, Bournemouth. Feb12. Holden & Holden, Bolton 
BErryY, Puitip, Manchester, Hotel Keeper. Feb12. Holden & Holden, Bolton 
CorNELIUS, R1cHARD, Liverpool, Corn Merchant, Feb 16. Bellringer & Cunlitte, 


iverpoo - . 
Eyrez, MARY ANNE, Bournemouth. March2, Stevens, Queen Victoria st 


—, + oo Hertford, Farmer. Feb 25. Spence, Hawks, & Phillips, 

ertfor 

GOODLAD, FLORENCE HAkkIET, Kensington gardens terrace, Hyde park. Feb 26. 

reere, Forster, & Co., Lincolns inn fields 

Harpy, CAPTAIN HARMER, Warrington crescent, Maida Vale. Feb 14. Ollard 
& Co.. Clifford’s inn 

Hatt, Jura, Chaucer rvad, Herne Hill. Feb 3. Van Sandau & Co, King 
street, Cheapsid 

HaktT, GuorGE. Martock, Somerset, Grocer. Charles Benson and Robert Scutt, 
Martock. Feb 14 

HARTLEY, JoHN, Great Lever, Lancaster, Gent. Feb 12. Holden & Holden, 
Mawdsley street, Bolton 

HARTLEY, MARTHA, Great Lever, Lancaster. Feb 12. Holden & Holden, 
Mawdsley street, Bolton 

— Henry DALTON, vem Bowling, Bradford, Millwright. Jan 31. Beldon 

& Ackroyd, Bradford 
KinG, JOHN WEEKS, Woolwich, Gent. Marchi16, Sutherland, Woolwich 
MorsE, THOMAS ROBERT, Bridge End, Glamorgan, Lieut.-Colonel. March 16. 
Stevens, Queen Victoria st 
MCALPIN, JOHN, Jermyn st, Tailor. Feb 28, Plews, Rood lane 


PatTcuHitT, EpwIn, Nottingham, Gent. April16. Wing, Nottingham 

ReEay, ey > daemaaaaamaa Grocer. Feb 28. Dickinson & Miller, Newcastle 
upon 

Cn, <e THOMAS, High Foynton, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 21. Bell & Ingoldby, 


— 4 - Gronor, Putteridge pk, Luton. Febi. Wilkinson, St Neots, Hunt- 
D on. 
STEPITENS, ya rg oe Long Compton, Warwick, Bath Chairman. Feb 28. 
y & Mace, Banbu: 
Wuits, JOHN BERRY, Church st, Bethnal gn, Timber Merchant. Feb 14. Cross- 
field & Co, Hackney rd 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan 2?. 


BEWLEY, ANN, Theobald’s green, nr Calne, Wilts. Marchi. Spackman, Broad- 
way, Stratford 
Bonp, ELEANOR Simpson, Burton in Lonsdale, York. Feb 20, Thompson, Bec- 
am 
BROOK, ALFRED, Brighton, Tailor. Feb 26. Price, Fore st 
BURNE, : OSEPH, Birkenhead, Actuary. March 5. Garnett, Tarbet, & Co, Liver- 
poo: 


Bury. Mary, Victoria ter. Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester. March 25. 
Whi itworth, Manchester 
CHaP ev i ae Clifton rd, Camden sq, Surgeon. Feb 18. Lane & Co, Queen 
ictoria s 
CocHRANE, JOHN, Sedgefield, Durham, General Dealer. March 1. Robson, 
Middlesborough 
Domayneon. Emma, Muriel, Zyeattin Mount, Harrogate. March 1. Dunninz, 
Kay, & Armstrong, Leed : 
ra, Raxcis, Hertford, Farmer. Feb 25. Spence, Hawks, & Phillips, 
ertforc 
Forp. Ww a og sq, Gray’s Inn, Solicitor, March1. Ford, Ranken, Ford, 
out. 
Grayt, FRANCES, Rock Ferry, Chester. Feb 28, Jones, Billson, & Co, Liverpool 


Hanvey, Guy MEDLEY, Bury, Tanner. Feb 16. Butcher & Barlow, Bury 


Hore, JANE ANN SHUTLEB, Norland sq, Notting Hill. March 25. Wright & 
Piiley, Bedford row ; 
HoRwoop, _———y Fenny Stratford, Buckingham. Feb 17. Fishers and 
eece, Lssex 8 
HULME, GEORGE, Spinfield gr, Berks, Clerk in Holy Orders. March 16. Collins, 


Readiaog - 
Hunt. ELIzaBETH, Birtley, Durham. Feb 1. Griffith & Co, Newcastle upon 


ne 
JENEIN, Tuomas, Devonport, Builder. March 25. Sole & Gill, Devonport 
MiTcHELL, HENRY, Haddenham, Cambs, Farmer. Febi. Watts, St Ives 


MORGAN, a pe Isaac, Milton next Gravesend, Gent. Feb 28. Mead & Sons, 
Arundeli st 
NICHOLAS, ANNIE, Devonport. March 25. Sole & Gill, Devonport 


Nye, WILt14M, Brighton, Livery Stable Keeper. March1. Boxall, Brighton 


PAREES, JOSIAH, , mowing Regis, Stafford, Gent. Jan 31. Wright & Tanfield, 
Cradley t 
RADCLIFFE, riz ABETH, Bournemouth. Feb 28. Piercy, Bournemouth 


REED, SOPHIA, Tynemouth. Febi. Griffith & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

a, ALFEED, Needingworth, Huntingdon, Gent. Feb 28. Cranfield, St 
ves, Hunts 

a, tqOuAs, High Toyaton, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 21. Bell & Ingoldby, 


out 
STARKIE, ROBINSON, Oswaldtwistle, Lancaster, Gent. March 31. Hartley, Colne 
Wray, JOSEPH, Middlesborough, Butcher. Marchi, Robson, Middlesborough 





— —+ — 





NOTICE. — Re-numbering of Victoria-street, Westminster. —THE SANITARY 
ENGINEERING COMPANY (established 1875), Specialists in House Drainage ant 
Ventilation, &c., beg to notify that, in consequence of the compulsory re- 
numbering of the street by order of the Metropolitan Board, the number of 
their Offices and Exhibition Rooms is altered from 115 to 65, Victoria-street, 
Westminster (facing the Town Hall).— |_ApDvr.} 

STAMMERERS AND STUTTERERS should read a little book by Mr. B. BEASLEY, 
Baron’s-court-house, W. —— ton, London. Price 13 stamps. The yan go 
suffering nearly 40 years, cured lf by a method entirely his own.—[ADVT.} 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


Jan 15 


London Gaxzette—FRIDAY, Jan. 18. KLBIN, CHARLES, King’s rd, Fulham, Baker High 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Court PetJan15 Ord Jan 15 

yhen’s sq, Westbourne park, 

et Dec 4 Ord Jan1 

MANNING, CHARLES ALFRED, Kingston on Hull, 
Smack Owner Kingston on Hull Pet Jan 14 Byam, ELIJAH WILLIAM, Colchester, Uarter Jan 


LOCKHART, MILEs, St Ste 


ADAMS, Ex1zA Mary, Lymington, gas oe bo Gent High Court 
4 bf 


oy “eam Southampton Pet Jan 14 Or 


Jan 1 
Seon, Harry, Dorking, Surrey, Harness Maker 
don Pet Jan15 OrddJan 15 
Bonk, WILLIAM HENRY, Hulme, Manchester, Grocer 
Manchester Pet Deci4 Ord Jan 16 
Bonson, WILLIAM, Barnsley, Yorks, Brewer’s 
Traveller Barnsley Pet Jant5 Ord Jan 15 
BrinpGE, David CLARKE, Barnsley, Yorks Commer- 
cial Clerk Barnsley Pet Jani15 Ord Jan 15 
BucKLak, JOHN, Kettering, Northampton, Builder 
h Court Pet Nov5 Ord Jan 14 


Ord Jan 14 


terbury PetJani15 (rd Jani 
Cuakk, N erg Torquay, Draper a Pet Dec 28 


Coal Merchant Carmarthen Pet Jan 14 Ord BODE, ERNEsT ENOCH, and CHARLES EDWARD 


HENSCHEL, Leadenhall st, Export Merchants 
Jan 29atit Bankruptcy bigs, Lincoln’s inn 
BRADLEY, ALFRED, Nottingham, out of business Jan 
25at11 Off Rec, 1, High pavement, Nottingham 
BRIDGEWATER, JOHN, Eton, Bucks, Carpenter Jan 
26at11 Herbert & Son, 95, Peascod st, Windsor 


26 2t 10.30 Townhall, Colchester 


MARSHALL, JOSEPH, and WALTER MARSHALL, Dews- | CLARK, NIvaN, Chelston, pean Draper Jan 29at 
bury, Manufacturing Confectioners Dewsbury 
Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 

Moork, JOHN WILLIAM, Oadby, Leicestershire, no 
occupation Peterborough Pet Jan 15 Ord Davis, CHARLES EDMUND, Bath, Gas Engineer Jan 


11 Bankruptcy blds, Lincoln’s inn 
CLENCH, REGINALD H, New Broadst Jan 25 at 12 
33, Carey st, Lncain? 8 inn 


80ati Gt Western Hotel, Paddington 


an 15 
MYHILL, WILLIAM, Narborough, Norfolk, Farmer FORDSMITH, ALFRED, Chapel Allerton, Leeds, Photo- 
P King’s a aoe Jan | avon ts LH 
; EGG, JAMES, Billington rd, New Cross rd, ouse 
Cone, Wugiem, Birchingtos, Kent, Baker Osn- Decorator High Court ‘Pet Jan 14 OrdJan15  ForsyTH, JoserH, and W 
PRING, CHARLES, Exmouth, Builder Exeter Pet 


grapher’s Assistant an 25 ati2 Ott Ree, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

ILLIAM DUCKWORTH, Car- 
lisle, — Jan 30 at 12 Off Rec, 34, Fisher 


Ord Jan 1 a Jan 3 p.. Jan 15 o » act G st, — sle He F ‘ u on 
ANKEY, HERBERT TRITTON, Canter ae olicitor OLD ILLIAM NEY, Forest Hill ercantile 
= seaman, J Ae, Paes, Lary Baker Canterbury Pet Jani2 Ord Jan1 ‘ Clerk Jan 25 at 3 119, Victoria st, Westminster 


Evans, EDWARD, Hafod, Glamorgan, Grocer Ponty- — JOHN BAKER, Upper fa Lag Dorsetshire, GREENWOOD, ROBERT BENJAMIN, Osbaldeston rd, 


uilder Poole PetJani5 Ord Jan 15 Stoke Ne nm, Provision Merchant’ sneer 

ee — et Jan > = — 4 ALLAS. Westgate, SHUILER, RopERT, Merriott, Somersetshire, Grocer Jan 26 at yee bidgs, Portugal st, Lin 

AT Wakeficld, Gattnet Makers Wakeficld Pet Jan Yeovil Pet Jan14 OrdJan 14 coln’s inn fields 

15 Ord dan 15 en 3 Sounsqer, SIASD, oy ‘wn [ioomeed Vic- Ham. a H, Seeman, Mim Music 2 Baa Fecgetator 

. ualler Burslem Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 an 31 at ill eC, 4 it st, Sou’ pton 
TNewingtsn hint Fa oe Teaceem, Pay ry Stock, WILLIAM RAVENHILL, Bristol, Sugar Broker HatTCHER, HENRY PRATT, Worthing, Hotel Proprietor 
FLBICHER, THOMAS BERT Liv ool, Candee Bristol Pet Jani4 Ord 14 Jan 28 ati2 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
Lam id SuTTON, WILLIAM, Burslem, “Staffs, Boot Dealer HAWKEY, THOMAS HENRY, St Columb Major, Corn- 


Pet Jani6 Ord Jan 
me B Halvergate, Norfolk, Licensed Burslem Pet Dec 81 


FoLey, Wit114M, Old Hill, caaeonere, Painter 
Dudley Pet Jani4 Ord Jani 
ForsyYTH, JOSEPH, and WILLIAM Du CKWORTH, Carlisle, 
Painters Carlisle Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan ié6 
Frost, WALTER, Bromley, Dairyman Croydon Pet 
Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 
UNTER, CHARLES, a rd, Old Kent rd, Potato 
Salesman High Court Pet Jani5 Ord Jan 1s 
GURNEY, , Bedford, Baker Bedford Pet Jan 
16 ‘Gra Jan 16 
OND, CHARLES HENRY, Wrenivgham, 
Farmer Norwich PetJanié Ord Jani 
Hakt, JOSEPH, Southampton, Music Hall Heaguteter 
en Pet Dec 29 Ord Jan 14 


Ord Jan 14 


Jani4 Ord Jan 14 


Jani4 Ord Jan 14 


T R B eo t k, Gent Tran 
y HOMPSON, OBERT IRD, eddington en 
wren Gt Yarmouth Pet Jan 15° Ord Jan 15 Kingston, Garvey Pes Doce Ord dant » 

Timms, WESLEY, Leeds, Clerk Leeds Pet Jan 14 


WILLIAMS, ELIZABETH, 

Maidstone PetJan15 OrdJan 

WI1son, JOHN ROBERT, Leeds, i tal Leeds Pet Lawrence, 
B 





Builder Jan 2¢6at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 


ruro 
HOLLAND, WILLIAM, Bedminster, Bristol, Wheel- 
i Feb 6 at 12.30 Oft Ree, Bank chmbrs, 

risto! 


TINSLEY, WILLIAM HENRY, Sedgley, Staffs, Solicitor Hornsby, cone. meat Shields, Hatter Jan 28 at 
Dudley Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 10.30 ff Rec, ink lane. Newcastle on Tyne 
WILLIAMS, EDMUND, Cardiff, Caspenter Cardiff Pet _ JONEs, eam indent Vale, Glamorganshire, 


Collier Jan 25at12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 
Ulcomb, om Widow JoNxEs, RICHARD, Aberdare, poaeaenins, Tailor 
Jan 28 at2 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfi 
CHARLES, and GEORGE A Leyton, 
uilders Jan 25 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Lin- 


Woop, ALBERT JosHUA, Edgbaston, Warwick, Iron coln’s inn 


Manufacturer Olabury Pet Jan i4 Ord Jan 14 LEADBEAT JOHN, Leed 
Woop, GzorGE, New Lenton, Nottingham, Furni- oo mings Monstnstawer 


Jan25ati1 Off Rec, 21 22, Park row, Leeds 


HAWEESWOOD, ALFRED, sen, Birmingham, Fruiterer ture Dealer Nottingham Pet Janié OrdJani6 | [Lzoyp, Isaac, and GEORGE LLOYD, Aberystwith, 
Birmingham Pet Jani5’ Ord Jan 15 FIRST MEETINGS. Coachbuilders Jan 29 at 12.30 Townhall, Abery- 
Huu, THomas, Barnstaple, porate, Painter Barn- ADAMS, EtizaA MARY, Lymington, Soathans oton, no stwith 
staple Pet Ja Jan 1 14 Ord Jan1 occupation Jan 28 at 12 Off Rec, 4, East st, MOORE, JOHN WILLIAM, Oadby, Leicester, of no 


HOLLAND. | tae wo ll Bristol, Wheel- Southampton 


——— Feb 8 at 12 A a Court, Peter- 


‘wright Bristol 1 Pet Jan ii, Ord Jan 1 | BAILEY, James Ricuarp, Barnsley, Plumber Jan 29 boro 

Hornssy, oom, North Shields, Hatter Newcastle at 1130 Off Rec, 1, Hanson st, Barnsley SHUTLER, 2, ROBERT, Merriott, Somersetshire, Grocer 
on T: Pet Javni4 OrdJan1 BAROLAY, SIDNEY, Chingford, no occupation Jan 25 Jan 28at1i2 Three Choughs Hotel, Yeovil 

JONES, WARD, Credenhilil, Herefordshire, Builder at 11 No 16 Room, 30 and 31, St Swithin’s lane SKUDDER, SAMUEL THOMAS, Croydon, of no occupa- 


Hereford PetJanié Pet Jan 16 
JONES, JOHN MOBGAN, Pontwelly, Carmarthenshire, 


DLACKMORE, WILLIAM, Sidbury, Devon, Yeoman 


tion Jan25at12 119, Victoria st, Westminster 


Jan 25at11 Ott Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter SQURBUTTS, RICHARD, Burslem, Stattordshire, Li- 
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censed Victualler Jan 28 at 10.30 Off Rec, New- 
castle under Lyme 

Took, wasaem, | AVENHILL, Bristol, Sugar Broker 
Feb6éat1 Off Rec. Bank chmbrs, Brist 

WSLOH, yA and Harry HarpinG, Birming- 
ham, Die Sinkers Jan 29 at11 25, Colmore row, 
Birmingham 

Witp, RIcHAkD, Birmingham, Butcher Jan 30 at 11 
25, Colmore row, Birmingham 

WIL ae JOHN LEWIS. King’s crossrd, no occupation 
Jan 25 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln's ian 

YOUNGMAN, H. W.. Collyer terr, Norwood, Butcher 
Jan 25 at 2.30 33, Carey st, Lincolin’s inn 


ADJUDIOCATIONS. 


Bat, THOMAS, Kingsland rd, Plumber 
Pet Jan9 OrdJan 14 

Bonson, Wiui1aM, Barnsley, Yorks, Brewer's 
Traveller Barnsley PetJan15 Ord Jan 15 

BRIDGE, Davip CLARER, Barnsley, Yorks, Commercial 
Clerk Barnsley PetJan15 Ord Jan 15 

ByHaAM, Exr1san WILLIAM, Colchester, Carter Col- 
chester Pet Jani11 Ord Jan16 

CasTLE, WILLIAM, Birchington, Kent, Baker 
terbury Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 15 

Cripps, ALFRED JOHN, Belmont rd, 
Timber Surveyor Edmonton 
Jan 11 

EvANs, EDWARD, Hafod, Glamorgan, Grocer Ponty- 
pridd PetJan15 Ord Jan 16 

FoLry, WILLIAM, Old = Staffs, Painter Dudley 
Pet Jani4 Ord Jani 

GEE, THOMAS, Psa a n, Bricklayer Birmingham 

Pet Jan 4 Ord Jan 16 

GURNEY, WILLIAM, pemtord, Baker Bedford Pet 
Jan15 Ord Jan1 

HAMMOND, CHARLES Hesey, Wreningham, Norfolk, 
Farmer Norwich PetJani6 Ord Jan 16 

Hart, JOSEPH, Southampton, Music Hall Propr’etor 
Southampton Pes Dec29 Ord Jan 16 

HAWKESWOOD, ALFRED, Birmingham, 
Birmingham PetJani5 Ord Jan 16 

Hitt, Tuomas, Barnstaple, Devon, Painter Barn- 
staple Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 


High Court 


Can- 


Tottenham, 
Pet Jan 9 Ord 


Fruiterer 


HOLLAND, WILLIAM, Bedminster, Bristol, Wheel- 
wright Bristol PetJanii Ord Jan1i4 

Hornsby, Joun, North Shields, Hatter Newcastle 
onTyne Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 

JONES, Epwarp, Credenhill, Hereford, Builder 
Hereford Pet Janié Ord Jan 16 

KLEIN, CHARLES, King’s rd, Fulham, Manager 
High Court PetJani5 Ord Jan15 

LEADBEATER, JOHN, Leeds. Mungo Manufacturer 


eeds Pet Jan 2 Ord Jan 14 

MANNING, CHARLES ALFRED, Kingston upon Hull, 
Smackowner Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 14 
Ord Jan 14 

Moors, JOHN WILLIAM, Oadby, Leicester, no oc cu- 
pation Peterborough Pet Jani15 Ord Jan 15 

MorGAN, HENRY, Birmiugham, Poultry Dealer 
Birmingham Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 16 

Morton, Joun, Dalberg rd, Brixton, Grocer Wands- 
worth Pet Nov 30 Ord Jan 14 

PICKFORD, CHARLES, Sutton, nr Macclesfield, Farmer 
Macclesfield Pet Deci2 OrdJan 16 

READ, CHABLES HatrRpy, the Coal Exchange, Coal 
Agent High Court Pet Oct3t Ord Jan 1b 

ROWE, JEPHTHAH, Clacton on Sea, Essex, Baker 
Colchester Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan i6 

SAMUEL, ERNEST, Cheapside, Merchant High Court 
Pet Dec 15 OrdJan 15 

SEIGENBERG, JOHN, Bow rd, Bedding Maker High 


Court Pet Dec3 Ord Jan t 15 

SHUTLER, ROBERT, Merriott, Somerset, Grocer 
Yeovil PetJanii OrdJani4 

SovurRBUTTS, RICHARD, Burslem, Staffs, Lizensed 


Victualler Hanley, Burslem, 
Jani4 Orddan14 
Sutton, WILLIaM, Burslem, Staifs, 
anley, Burslem, and Tunstall 
Jan 15 


and Tunstall Pet 


Boot Dealer 


Pet Dec 22 Ord 
TOMS, WESLEY, Leeds, Clerk Leeds Pet Jan 14 
Ord Jan 14 


TINSLEY, WILLIAM HENRY, Sedgley, Staffs, Solicitor 


Dudiey PetJan9 Ord Jan 10 

TOWER, AUGUSTINE EDWIN, Temple chbrs, Temple 
avenue, Solicitor High Court Pet Dee 3 Ord 
Jan 16 

WELLINGS, CHARLES HENay, St James’s pl, St 
os st, Gent High Court Pet Uct 26 Ord 
an 15 

WHIT&LEY, CHARLES Hickson, Chester, Organ 
Builder Chester Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 16 

WILLIAMS, ELIZABETH, Ulcomb, Kent, Widow 


Maidstone PetJani15 Ord Jan15 
WituiaMs, G C, Hatton gdn, Factor High Court | 
_ Pet Nov 29 Ord Jan 14 
WILSON, JOHN ROBERT, Leeds, 
Jan14 OrdJan 14 
The following amen: led notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of Jan. 15. 
BRADLEY, ALFRED, Nottingham, out of business 
Nottingham PetJani1 OrdJan ll 


Cartman Leeds Pet 


London Gazetie.—TUESDAY, Jan, 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ALDRIDGE, HENRY JAMES, Bournemouth, Shopfitter 
Poole VPetJani17 Ord Jani 


ALLsopp, ELIJAH, Nottingham, Watchmaker Not- 
tingham Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 
BULLEN, JOHN, Eltisley, Cambs, Farmer Bedford 


Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 18 
BULMER, HENRY, Derby, out of business Derby Pet 


Jaaié Ord Jan 16 
am ELIZABETH Mary, Lowestoft, Fishing 
Boat bien d —t. Yarmouth Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 


CookE, CHARLES, Bradford, eeu, Ticket Writer 
Bradford Pet Jani8 Ord Jan1 


| 








Cornisa, G. E., Falham Palace rd, Fiorist High 
Court Pet Jan 5 Ord Jan 18 
Davis, GODFREY GOODMAN. and Epwarp HANOCOOK, 
Birkenhead, Grocers Birkenhead Pet Jan 16 
Wore aster, 


Ord Jan i6 

DYER, FREDERICK OHARLES, Baker 
Worcester Pet Jani18 Ord Janis 

Frost, EDWARD, Staines rd, Sunbury, Grocer Kings- 
ton, Surrey Pet Jan19 OrdJan1 


FuaGcie, Joun, Headcorn, Kent, re attle Drover 
Maidstone Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 
GADSDEN, WILLIAM, Toddington, Bedfordshire, 


Farmer Luton Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 
HayYNEs, THOMAS. and ARTHUR PaRKER, Armley, 
Leeds, an Manufacturers Leeds Pet Jan 17 
Ord Jan 
HENSMAN, a i. Westbourne, Bournemouth, Builder 
Poole Pet Dec10 Ord Jan 18 
HiGGins, EBENEZER, and Roseae BROADBENT, Hyde, 
Cheshire, Mineral Water Manufacturers Ashton 
under Lyne and Stalybridge Pet Dec 21 Ord 
an 14 
HIGHMORE, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Oldham, Butcher 
Yidham Pet Jani8 Ord Jan 18 
HINCHCLIFFE, HENRY, Stalybridge, Cheshire, Tailor 
p= under Lyne and Stalybridge Pet Jan 15 
rd Jan 15 


KELVIE, WILLIAM, New Charlton, Kent. Steam Saw 
Kemp, GEORGE, jun, Margate, 
an 18 
Cardiff Pet 
Jani7 Ord Jan 17 
Pet Jani8 Ord Jan i8 


aa Proprietor Greenwich Pet Jan 14 Ord 
Jan 14 
Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet Decit OrdJ 
Kyte, CuRrisTorHeEr, Cardiff, Butcher 
LAMBERT, GEORGE, Lord’s Cricket Ground, Maryle- 
bone, Professional Tennis Piayer 
LIQUVORISH, ARTHUR JOHN Crick, Leicester, 
Leicester Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 





High Court | HOWLAND. WILLIAM HARMAN, Readin 


Baker | Jones, 


Macra¥, HENRY JOSEPH, and GEORGE BLACKMORE, | 


Carlton rd, Kentish Town, Brickmakers High 
Court PetJani7 Ord Jan 17 
Moornovusk, Epwarp Dopson, Hulme, Manchester, 
Surgeon Manchester PetJani7_ Ord Jan 17 
Morrison, JAMES, Barnsley. Yorks, Fruit Merchant | 


Barnsley PetJan7 Ord Jan 19 
NorTON, CHARLES BENJAMIN SPpRAGGE, Bristol, 
Chemist. Bristol Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 


PAYNTER, WILLIAM, Wadebridge, 
Truro PetJan19 Ord Jan i9 

PHILBY. JOSEPH, Saxby villas, East om, Builder 
Hizh Court Pet Nov27 Ord Jani 

RANDALL, _ WALTER, Frome, Somerse stshire, Pastry- 
cook Frome Pet Jani7 OrdJan17 

RODERICK, JOHN, Troedyrhiw, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Farmer Merthy r Tydfil Pet Janis Ord Jan 18 

SEED, JouNn, Gomerza!, Yorks, Farm Labourer 
Dewsbury Pet Jani9 Ord Jan19 

SHORTHOSB, JOSEPH, Ilkeston, Derbyshire, Colliery 
Proprietor Derby Pet Jan 19 rd Jan 19 

Srott, Jonn, Bradford, Fruiterer Bradford Pet 
Janis Ord Jan 18 

Stupss, GEORGE DuNCAN WILLIAM. Southampton, 
Printer Southampton Pet Jani17 Ord Jan 17 

UNDERWOOD, RICHARD, Nottingham, Cigar Manutac- 
turer Nottingham Pet Jani9 Ord Jan 19 

WADDINGTON, JAMES, High st, Sydenham, Builder 
Greenwich Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan 15 

WARD, SAMUEL, Derby, Fish Dealer Derby Pet Jan 
14 Ord Jan 14 

WoopRIDGE, HENRY TOWNSEND, Witney, Oxfordshire, 
Farmer Oxford PetJani4 Ord Jan 14 


Cornwall, Saidler 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of Jan. 8. 
ARCHER, GEORGE, Mountain Ash, Glamorganshire, 

Grocer Aberdare Pet Jan3 OrdJan3 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ALDRIDGE, HENRY JAMES, Bournemouth, Shop Fitter 
Feb 2 at 12.30 Criterion Hotel, Bournemouth 
ALSTON, DUDLEY, Royal Exchange Insurance Co, 
Cornhill, Clerk Jan 29 at 12.30 33, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn 

Barlow, WALTER A., St Paui’s Churchyard, Civil 
Engineer Jan 29 at 2.30 43, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


inn 
Bone, W1Lt1AM HENRY, Hulme, Manchester, Grocer 
Jan 29 at 12 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, 


Manchester 
BUCKLAND, STEPHEN, Haverfordwest, Draper Feb 
5 at 11 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, 


Manchester 
BUCKLER, JOHN, Kettering, Northampton, Builder 
Jan20 atil 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s ina 
BULMER, HENRY, Derby, out of business 
Of Kec, St James's chmbrs, Derby 
BYWAY, MALCOLM, Manchester, Plumber 
11.30 Off Rec, 
chester 
QALVERT, FRRDERICK WILLIAM, West fiagtiopeel, 
Outfitter Jan 3: at 12 Law Society’s Chmbrs, 
Jobn st, Sunderland 


Jan 3) at 3 


Jan 29 at 
Ozden's chmbrs, Bridge st, Man- 


CARTER, JOSEPH, Oxtord, Tobacconist Feb 1 at 11.30 


1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 

CHEESMAN, THOMAS ROBINSON, Waltham, Lincs, 
Farmer Jan 30 at 1 Off Kec, 3, Havenst, Gt 
Grimsby 

CLAYTON, EDMUND JOHN, Birkenhead, out of busi- 
— Jan 30 at 2 Off Ree, 48, Hamilton sq, Birken- 

ea 

CLEMETSON, JAMES AXCELL, Pembury, Kent, Baker 
Jan 30 at 2.30 Spencer & Reeves, Mount Pleasant, 
‘Tunbridge We 

CookE, é =, Bradtord, Ticket Writer Jan 31 at 
11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Cripps, yt J OHN, Tottenham, Timber Surveyor 
fe 29at11 No.16 Room, 80 & 31, St Swithin’s 
ane 


h | 








Ds Latour, Feavrnanp, Maida yale Jan 3iatil 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln's ian 

DYER, FREDERICK Oaae_s3, Worcester, Baker Fe 
latil Off Ree, Worcsste 


ELLIOTT, CHARLES, Strines, Yorks, Farmer Jan 90 at | 
st Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

FAueas, CHARLES, and JOHN Fatias, Westgate. 

Wakefield. Cabinet Makers Jan 29 at 2.30 O/f 


Rec, Bond ter, Waketield 

FLEET, JOHN, Tarporley, Cheshire, Builder Feb 1 at 
10 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Fioop, CHARLES, Halvergate, Norfolk, License 1 


Visquaiier Feb2ati2 Oltf Rec, 8, King st, No:- 


Fu GGLE, JOHN, Headcorn, Kent, Cattle Drover Feb 
2at 3.30 Off Rec, Week st, Maidstone 


GEE, Taomas, Birmingham, Bricklayer Jan 31 at i 
25, Colmore row, Birmingham 

HamMoND, CHARLES HENRY, ‘Wrenstnchen Nor- 
folk, Farmer Feb 2 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwich 

HIGGINS, EBENEZER, and ROBERT BROADBENT, Hyde, 
Cheshire, Mineral Water Manufacturers Jan 381 
at 2.15 Townhall, Ashton under Lyne 

Hitt, Tuomas, Barnstaple, Devon, Painter Jan 29 


at2 sanders & Son, High st, Berostegic 
HINCHCLIFFE, HENRY, talybridge, ancashire, 
Townhall, Ashton under 


| pn x Jan 31 at 2 
yue 
Hoga, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Dentist Jan 30 at 2 Of 
Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
HONEYWOOD, PHILIP CoURTENAY, Eaton ter, Eaton 
sq, of no occupation Jan 30 at 2.30 383, Carey st, 
Liocoln’s inn 
, out of busi- 
ness Febi4at12 Queen’s Hotel, ading 


Tuomas MorGan, Pontwelly, Carmarthen- 

shire, Coal Merchant Jan 30 at 3.50 Off Ree, 11, 

_ Quay st, Carmarthen 

KIRMAN, JOHN WiLtiaM, Louth, Fruit Merchant 
Jan 30 atit Off Rec, 3, Haven st, G¢; Grimsby 

KNIGHT, GEORGE MERRETT, Hambledon, Hampshire, 
Butcher Jan 30at12 166, Queen st, Portsea 

| Lacey, GgorGE, Third Avenue, Chelsea, Bricklayer 
Jan 30 at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Lareeevee. HENRY LEONARD, Ravensthorpe, Mir- 
field, Yorks, Joiner Jan 29ati1 Off Rec, Bank 
chbrs, Batley 

LOUCH, ALFRED, Y empton Gay, Oxfordshire, Farmer 
Jan 30 at 11.30 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

MARSHALL, JOSEPH, and WALTER MARSHALL, Dews- 
bury, Vonfectioners Jan 29at3 Off Ree, Bank 

chbrs, Batley 

MATTHEWS, JOHN, Cheltenham, Fellmonger Jan 31 
at3 County Court Office, Gheltenham 

MookrHOUSE, EpwarpD Doxnson, Hulme, Manchester, 
Surgeon Jan 29 at 12.30 Off Rec, Ogden's chbrs, 
Manchester 

MoraGan, JoHN, Pentonville rd, Coachsmith Jan 29 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

MULLIS, WILLIAM HENRY, Scrutton st, Shoreditch, 

Marble Mason Jan 30 at 11 Bankruptcy bldngs, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Murpuy, JAMEs SAMUEL, Great Grimsby, Lamp- 

aoe Jan 30 at 12 On Rec, 3, Haven st, Great 
Timsb: 


MYHILL, WILLIAM, Narborough, Norfolk, Farmer 
Feb 2 at 11.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
PILE, SAMUEL FREDE Ick, Carter lane, Mantle 
Manufacturer Jan 30at12 Bankruptcy bldngs, 
Lincoin’s inn 
RANDALL, WALTER, Frome, Somersetshire. Pastry 
Cook Febéat3 Off Ree, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
RkEs, JAM&S, Dowlais, Glamorganshire, Yeast Mer- 
chant Jan 30 at 12 oe Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 
SHorT, JOHN BAKER, by ae Parkstone, Dorset, 
Builder Jan 29 2 att 12 a Hotel, Poole 
Spinks, Morriss, Llandudno, Carnarvonshire, 
Draper Feb 7‘%at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Srort, JOHN, Bradford, Fruiterer Jan3iati2 Off 
Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
STUBBS, GEORGE DUNCAN WILLIAM, Southampton, 
Printer Jan 31 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, East st, 
Southampton 
Timms, WESLEY, Rodley, nr Leeds, Clerk Jaa 30 
at it Off Kec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
ToMBLIN, JOHN Rosert, New Clee, Lincolnshire, 
Smackowner Jan 30 at 10.30 Off Rec, 3, Haven 
at, Gt Grimsby 
ToweER, AUGUSTINE EDWIN, Temple avenue, Victoria 
Embankiwent, Solicitor Jan 29 at 11 38, Carey 
st, Lincoin’s inn 
Wanb, SAMUEL, Derby, Fish Dealer Jan 2 at3 Off 
tec, St James’s chbrs, Derby 
WILKELNS, GEORGE, Guildford, Corn Dealer Jan 29 at 
_ iz 0 16 Room, 30 and 31, St Swithin’s lane 
WILs1INs, JonN, Omega pl, St John’s Wood, Wine 
Cooper Jan 30at12 33, Oarey st, Lincolo’s inn 
WILLIAMS, ELIZABETH, Ulcomb, Kent, Widow Feb 
_ 2at3 Off Kec, Maidstone 
Woop, GreorGE, Nottingham, Perambucot Maker 
= z9atit Off Rec, 1 High pavement, Notting- 
am 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALLsopP, ELIJAH, Nottingham, Watchmaker Not- 
tingham Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 

Bett, W. G., Green lanes, Haverstock hill, Grocer 
High Court Pet Jan7’ Ord Jan 19 

BERGER, RACHEL SARAH, Whetstone, lately Farmer 
Barnet Pet Dec6 Ord Jan 18 

BULLEN, JOHN, Eitisley, Cambridgeshire, Farmer 
Bedford Pet Dec i Ord Jan 

BULMER, HENRY Lt out of Siuisses Derby Pet 


Jan 16 Ord 
BUTCHER, — aay, Lowestoft, Fishing Boat 
0 Great Yarmouth Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 1 
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CARTER, JOSEPH, Gascet, Tobacconist Oxford Pet} Moornovuse, Epwarp Dosson, Hulme. Monehester, Jan. 30.—Messrs. EDWIN Fox & BOUSFIELD, at the 

























Jan8 Ord Jan Surgeon Manchester Pet ‘Jan 17 Ord Jan' Mart, F.0., at 2 p.m., Freehold Estate, Life Inter- 
CLAYTON, EDMUND Jens, Birkenhead, out of business Myniii, Wir11aAM, Chalk Farm, Narborough, ie est, Policies of Assurance, and Reversion (see ad- 
Hirkenhead Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 19 folk, Farmer King's Lynn Pet Jan 15 Ord/ _ vertisement, Jan. 26, p. 4). 
Cooxg, CHARLES, Bradford, Ticket Writer Bradford _ Jan'18 aa 
© Pet Jan 8 by ot a Sieh Comte Pet a aval Pet ye Merthyr Fg Farmer Mertbyr | 
JUMBERLAND. A., Stratford, Essex gh Cow e dfi et Jani18 Ord Jani , A 
Dec 6 Ord Jan 19 daa Ree J c, Land + Hampahire, Gens Porte-| All letters intended for publication in the 
AVIES, ODFREY GOODMAN. an DWARD HANCOCE, mouth et Jan38 Ord Jani | “ ’ ” , 
5 Grocers Birkenhead Pet Jan 16 Roneane, we pan, Suewen, Poetics rd, Boot Factor | Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
radfor« et Dec29 Ord Jant | 
DEANS. JAMES, Harrogate, Hosier York Pet Dec 26 RanpaLL, WALTER, Frome, Somerset, Pastrycook | by the name of the writer. 
Jan 17 Frome Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 Se — 
DYER, FREDERICK CHARLES, Worcester, Baker SHORTHOSE. JOSEPH, Ilkeston, Derbyshire, Colliery 
Worcester PetJan18 OrdJan 19 Proprietor Derby Pet Jani1& Ord Jan 19 CONTENTS. 
FLoop, CHARLES, Halvergate, Norfolk, Licensed SparsHOTT, WILLIAM HENRY, Landport. Hoots, Con- 

Victualler Great Yarmouth Pet Jan 15 Ord fectioner Portsmouth PetJan3 Ord Jan 17 CURRENT TOPICS .--ccc-eee oo- wseee sees oo sree 193 
Jan 18 Srott, Joun, Bradford, Fruiterer Bradford Pet! SECTION 19 OF THE MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY 
ForsyTH, JoOserH, and W1iLL1aAM Duckworth, Car- Jani8 Ord Jan18 AcT, 1£82, AND MARRIAGE SETTLEMENTS... 194 

lisle, Painters Carlisle Pet Jan16_OrdJani7 Warp,SaMUEL,Derby,Fish Dealer Derby Pet Jan| A READING OF THE coca ACT, 1888 + 195 
Fuaa.r, JOHN, Headcorn, Kent, Cattle Drover 14 Ord Jan 14 JUDICIAL LOGIC . 196 
Maidstone Pet Janié Ord Jan 16 : : Woop, GrorGE. Nottingham. Perambucot Manufac- | REVIEWS.--... 197 
a Se , Foddington, Bedfordshire, Far- turer Nottingham Pet Janié Ord Jan 19 CORRESPONDE = ier 
mer Luton PetJan18 Ord Jan 18 ‘ EW ORDERS, g 
Haynes, THomas, and ARTHUR PARKER, Armley, TH€ following amended notice is substituted for that TW socreriEs 208 
> . published in the London Gazette of Jan. 8. ’ 
Leeds, Boot Manufacturers Leeds Pet Jani? ARCHER. GEORGE, Mountain Ash, Grocer Aberdare Law STUDENTS JOURN. 203 
Ord Jan 17 Pet Jan 3 Ord Jan 3 - LEGAL NEWS ...... 204 
2 end pomeee SON, FP oor vara. eccecce ° 206 
eshire, e Vater Manufacturers Ashton INDING-UP NOTICES..... ee<86be0e8 ooe » 205 
under Lyne and Stalybridge Pet Dec 21 Ord RECEIVING ORDERS RESCINDED. CrEpDIToRS’ } NOTICES ee ee nceoe Se 
an 18 McMASTER, JAMES, Stanhope gdns, Warehouseman BANKRUPTCY NOTICES ...-....+sceesesccereeeseeees 206 
HIGHMORE, WILLIAM FREDERICK, ane, Butcher High Court Rec Ord Feb 2, 1888 Resc Jan 18 
Oldham Pet Janis Ord Jan1 TURNEY, WILLIAM Burt, Sheffield, Brewer Sheffield 
Hinp, JosEru, Beverley, Yorks, Gent Kingston upon Rec Ord Jan 12, 1886 Resc Jan 18 . ; ’ ; f 
Hull Pet Nov 27 ag ene Mo wont. 8 - Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
MEM Propriewor ‘Greenwich Pet. an Ord ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. Journal with regularity in the Country, it 
PHILLIPs, THomas, Liverpool, Oyster Merchant) 18 requested that application be made direct 
Kite, Ourgrormen, Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet. Liverpool Adjud July 25, 1888 Annul Jan 18 to the Publisher. 
ws Gnonor, Lord's Cricket Ground. Marvle- ee | I'he Subscription to the Soxicrrors’ Jounnat is 
tom tn Ord — s. lit tt taciens | —Town, 268.; Country, 288.; with the 
ee a rene Weexty Reporter, 528. Payment in advance 
Newb’ Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 17 y 7 ENSUING W. < : : 2 c 
=, ARTHUR r SALES OF ENSUING WEEK, includes Double Numbers and Postage. Sub- 


LIQUORISH, ARTHUR JOHN ORICK, Leicester, Baker 
and Grocer Leicester Pet Janié6 Ord Jan 16 Jan 29.—Mr. A. Ricuarps, at the Mart, E.C., at 1 for scribera can have their Volum:s bound at the 


~ - my # (s t, . 
Grlrd Fet Sant Ord Jan © Oxford, Farmer aah ea Ground-rents (see advertisemen i fice—cloth, 20. 6d., half law culf, 58. 6d. 








COURTS RESTAURANT EDE “AND SON, OOKS BOUGHT. —To Executors, 8 Solici- 
Opposite New Law Co Stran 4 Strand, and 4 Piceaail Ftd mat yo LIBRARIES 
FRED W. TOLSON (late Manager of the - Duval”) ROBE MAKERS po Be one i: ahaa talen mn _* * sg yh far 
is now managing this Restaurant for the Proprietors. PRO OBATE. Experienced valuers ‘promptly sent. 
n — to —s — + ey 2 1s. eg BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, Removals yt 5 REF bo sellers. 
fast w served from 8 a.m 11.50 &.m., anc Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of | Established 1816. Telegraphic ess, Bookmen, 
> phy eng ad gee p.m. to 8.30 50 yam teach, Corporation of London, &c. London. Code in use, Unicode. 
{ , ftort will be made t a, 
Pend this a = ee en © made YO ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. | OME for the TREATMENT and CURE 
W THA and and COFFEE ROOM for light Re- , of INEBRIETY and MORPHIA HABIT, 
PE and a well-appointed SMOKING ROOM SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. High Sbot House, Twickenham. — Charmingly 


will be added to the accommodation. The perce © of Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, secludei. Gentlemen only. Limited number taken. 


Wines, a es of = — — of and Clerks of the Peace. Tae wa: Fogered pec ww! a: — comet, beptes Nog 9 
“y wil ound unusually modera’ e wodle s a ners erms —2} to 

articulars as to Public and Private Dinners, CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS. uineas wellee = “Part iculars from the Medical 

Mason ae Banquets, Smoking oa &e., &¢c,, ad- ESTABLISHED 1689. uperintendent, H. BRANTHWAITE, F'.R.C.S.Ed. ; and 


dress the Manager, FRED. TOLSON, reference is permitted to Messrs. MUNTON & MORRIS, 
Courts y haseneuast STRAND. 94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. solicitors, 954, Queen Victoria-street, London. 





THELAW GUARANTEE & TRUST SOCIETY. 


LIMITED. 


SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1, 000, 000. PAID-UP CAPITAL, £100,000. 
TRUSTEES: j= | 





The Hon. BARON POLLOCK. | The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE DAY. 
The Hon, Mr. JUSTICE KAY, ‘The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE GRANTHAM, 
OBJECTS OF THE SOCIETY: 
1—FIDELITY GUARANTEES, given on behalf of Clerks, Cashiers, | 1V.—TRUSTEES FOR DEBENTURE, &c. The Society acts as Trustee 


Travellers, and others; also Bonds on ‘behalf of Trustees in Bankru tey, Liqui- ie Debenture and other Loans. 
daters and Receivers under the High Court, and all persons holding Government V.—TRUSTEESHIP. The Society is also prepared to be appointed Trustee 


appointments, where required ; and either in existing Trusts or in those to be hereafter created. 
LUNACY. tom MITTEES’ BONDS granted. (See special Prospectus.) 
Rg ig ee ny DS entered into at moderate rates. VI.—TITLE GUARANTEE against defect in same. 
Il. —ADMIRA 8 granted. VII.—_CONTRACTS GUARANTEED as to due performance. 


LTY BAIL B 
Il. MORTGAGE INSURANCES effected. 
For further particulars apply to the General Manager and Secretary, THOS. R. RONALD, the Head Office, 9, Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 
_ And at the Branch | Offices of the =e St. Mildred’s | House, E.C.; 58, Fountain Street, Manchester. 
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pest avi QUESTIONS on n INDERMAUR’ 8 OMPANY FORMATION. —A Gentleman, ENTS COLLECTED and DISTRAINTS 
MANUAL of PRACTICE (5th Edition.) whose position and previous successes specially LEVIED by Mr. H. C. Woop, Auctioneer, 1, 

Complete Set of 188 Questions by the AUTHOR in adapt him to assist in the organization and develop- | Great James-street, Bedford-row, who is certificated 

January number of the ‘Law Students’ Journal.’”’| ment of new enterprizes and the re-construction or, to distrain under New Act; no fees to landlords 

Price 6d.,or, post-free, 7d. Annual Subscription to, conversion of existing concerns, will undertake the when rent is over £20; long experience, good refer- 

this Journal, 68., post-free.— Published i 3 GEO, formation of a limited comp ce OOS we with a ences, and prompt settlements. 

BaRBER, 16, -Consitorstreet Cc — ondon,| strong board of directors.—Ad f this 











6d. post FEW SSPE | Mesrtciiccs of waleabio Sm: | Dore, tee oer a rennmrans, Gece 
Diseases” ca VEINS: Moro : a i RE gh hy 
holds, and Va rooee Veing, and thety. Medical Treat. TO CAPITALISTS. Kir. Gzonax, J. FULLER, & Work is made a speciality ; ;_manifold copies pale 
Co., 170, Piccadilly, and 48, Threadneedie-strect. TO INVESTORS. a | eee — Son’ a a ee ee 
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